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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This evaluation focuses on the use and effectiveness of coverage questions on enumerator-
completed questionnaires for Census 2000. Theintent of these questions wasto identify people
who otherwise would have been missed or included in error. Summaries from field observations
were examined to determine how well enumerators asked these questions and used the answers
to obtain an accurate household roster. The census operations which used these questions were
List/Enumerate, Update/Enumerate, Nonresponse Followup, and Coverage | mprovement
Followup.

In Census 2000, enumerators began by asking how many people were living or staying in the
housing unit on Census Day. After collecting the appropriate person and housing unit
information, the enumerator asked two coverage questions, which were designed to get an
accurate enumeration of all people and housing units.

For the first question, C1, the enumerator referred to Census Day, April 1, 2000, and asked:

| need to make sure | have counted everyone who lived or stayed here on April 1, 2000. Did |
miss -

- any children, including foster children?

- anyone away on business or vacation?

- any roomers or housemates?

- anyone else who had no other home?

If someone had been missed, then his or her name was to be added to the form, the “Add” box
under that person’ s name was supposed to be marked, and the census information was to be
recorded.

For the second question, C2, the enumerator referred to Census Day, April 1, 2000, and asked:

The Census Bureau has already counted certain people so | don’t want to count them again here.
On April 1, 2000, were any of the people you told me about -

- away at college?

- away in the Armed Forces?

- inanursing home?

- inacorrectional facility?

If someone was included on the form but should have been counted elsewhere, the enumerator
was to delete him or her from the form by marking the “Cancel” box under that person’s name.

For this evaluation, we used data from the Decennial Response File-Stage 2 and the Hundred
Percent Census Edited Fileto tally enumerator returns that had added or deleted people and to
obtain distributions of the demographic characteristics of these people.



Enumerators were supposed to mark either “Yes’ or “No” for each of these coverage questions
and then take appropriate action whenever the response was“Yes.” However, about one-third of
the time, enumerators left these questions blank. Of the surviving basic enumerator returnsin the
United States, 66.1 percent had C1 marked and 65.9 percent had C2 marked. Approximately 1.1
percent of the responses were “Yes’ for C1, meaning that someone had been missed, and 0.7
percent were“Yes’ for C2, meaning that someone should be counted elsewhere. Among the
operations, the Coverage Improvement Followup operation saw the lowest percentage of returns
with these questions marked, 49.4 percent and 49.2 percent for C1 and C2, respectively. The
response rate for these questions in the Nonresponse Followup operation was approximately 68
percent for both.

Inconsistencies appeared when we looked at the peopl e associated with these surviving returns.
Only 21.8 percent of the returns that had the “Yes’ box marked for C1, had at |east one person
added; that is, someone with the “Add” box marked. A similar situation occurred with the
returns having C2 marked as“Yes” Only 43.4 percent of the returns with C2 marked as“Y es’
had at least one person deleted; that is, someone with the “Cancel” box marked. One possble
reason for thisinconsistency is that the enumerators may have forgotten to mark the “Add” or
“Cancel” box when aroster changewas necessary. A person may have been added to the roster
but the “Add” box under the name was not marked. If this occurred, we are unable to determine
which people were added. For deleted people, although there were returns with C2 marked
“Yes” (weincluded someone who should have been counted elsewhere), we cannot determine
who should have been deleted if thereis no one with the “Cancel” box marked.

Thislack of information makesit difficult to get an accurate account of the people who were
missed or included in error. Therefore, anet result of people added or deleted may not be
inferred from thedata in thisreport. For the same reason, the demographic dataincluded in this
document may not accurately reflect the distributions of the people who were truly added to or
deleted from the household rosters.

Based on the information about the number of “Add” and “Cancel” boxes marked, we have
added 77,050 people and deleted 83,160 people. Among the people recorded as adds, 46.6
percent were non-Whites, 57.9 percent were young people (ages 0 to 24), 56.5 percent were
males, and 51.2 percent were renters. These groups are traditionally undercounted, however, we
cannot infer that these two coverage questions are good for improving the differential undercount
because of the inadequacy of the data collected.

To improve the percentage of returns with the “Add” and “ Cancel” boxes marked when the
coverage questions are answered as “ Y es,” we recommend providing additional space
immediately following the coverage question for entering the names of the people to be added or
deleted. A “Don’'t know” option may help to increase the response to the question. Also, to
improve the data collection process, we recommend using automated instruments and having
more training for enumerators on the purpaose of asking these questions.

Vi



1. BACKGROUND

Census 2000 coverage improvement operations were intended to improve the coverage of groups
in the population usually under-represented in the census. The purpose of this evaluation isto
study the effectiveness of the new coverage questions in the identification of people who
otherwise would have been missed or included in error. This evaluation examines the effect that
the coverage questions on enumeraor-completed questionnaires—specifically C1 and C2-had on
the coverage of Census 2000. It also uses summaries from field observations to determine how
well enumerators asked these questions and used the answers to obtain an accurae household
roster. The census operations which used these coverage questions were List/Enumerate (L/E),
Update/Enumerate (U/E), Nonresponse Followup (NRFU), and Coverage Improvement
Followup (CIFU).

In the 1990 census, enumerators began their interview with an explanation of who should be
included as residents of the household. This procedure was changed for Census 2000 to fecilitate
an easier interview. In 2000, enumerators began by asking how many people were living or
staying in the housing unit on Census Day. After collecting the appropriate person and housing
unit information, the enumerator asked two coverage questions, which were designed to get an
accurae enumeration of all people and housing units.

1.1 Question C1: Miss anyone?

The first question asked if the enumerator missed anyone who should have been enumerated at
the respondent’ s housing unit. The following text was used to obtain this information:

| need to make sure | have counted everyone who lived or stayed here on April 1, 2000. Did |
miss -

- any children, including foster children?

- anyone away on business or vacation?

- any roomers or housemates?

- anyone else who had no other home?

Typical situations in which people, who should be included as residents, tend to be missed are
babies, foster children, people away on business or vacation, roomers or housemates, and
temporary residents with no other home. If someone had been missed, then the person’s name
was to be added to the form, the “Add” box under that name was supposed to be marked, and the
census information was to be recorded. See Appendix C for a copy of the Census 2000
Enumerator Short Form Questionnaire.



1.2 Question C2: Include anyone who should have been counted elsewher e?

The second question asked if someone listed on the form should have been counted el sewhere.
The following text was used to obtain this information:

The Census Bureau has already counted certain people so | don’t want to count them again here.
On April 1, 2000, were any of the people you told me about -

- away at college?

- away in the Armed Forces?

- inanursing home?

- inacorrectional facility?

Thetypical situations in which people, who should not be included as residents, tend to be
included as such are people away at college, in the Armed Forces, in anursing home, or ina
correctional facility. If someone was included on theform but should have been counted
elsewhere, then the enumerator was supposed to delete him or her from the form by marking the
“Cancel” box under that person’s name. See Appendix C for a copy of the Census 2000
Enumerator Short Form Questionnaire.

2. METHODOLOGY
2.1 Source of the data

The datain this evaluation were obtained from the Decennial Response File-Stage 2 (DRF2) and
the Hundred Percent Census Edited File (HCEF-D’). Using these files, we created subsets of the
datain several stepswhich are explained below.

We also obtained demographic data for the entire United States population from the Census 2000
Summary File 1 (SF 1).

2.2 Coverage QuestionsC1 and C2
2.2.1 Surviving enumerator returns

We began by creating a SAS dataset that includes al enumerator return records from the DRF2.
The variable RSOURCE was used to select these records. The values for the varicble
RSOURCE indicate the type (paper or electronic) and source of the return. The source of the
return includes the operation from which the return was received. See Appendix B for the values
of thisvariable. For our dataset, we kept all records where RSOURCE = 13-24. These returns
were from four operations. L/E, U/E, NRFU, and CIFU. Notethat we did not include any
records from Group Quarters, Service-Based Enumeration, or T-Night in this evaluation.



Next, we merged the enumerator returns on the DRF2 with the HCER-D’ housing unit file to
determine which enumerator returns on the DRF2 were used in further census processing; that is,
those with a matching Census ID on the HCEF-D’ housing unit file.

2.2.2 Primary Selection Algorithm

There were several waysin which to respond to Census 2000, including mailing back a
guestionnaire, completing the form on the Internet, using a Be Counted Form, and being
enumerated by field operations such as L/E, U/E, NRFU, and CIFU. While these and other
methods of collecting population data were implemented with the goal of obtaining a more
accurate census count, the various methods aso presented the possibility of receiving multiple
responses for asingle Census ID. The Primary Selection Algorithm (PSA) was the computer
program designed to resolve the receipt of multiple responses from housing units.

Magjor features of the Census 2000 PSA design included performing person matching between
returns, constructing PSA households, selecting the primary PSA household, and selecting
additional persons for the census household that are not in the primary PSA household.

A PSA household is a set of associated persons at one Census ID. The set may contain no
persons (a vacant PSA household), or one or more persons. More than one return may contribute
to asingle PSA household. Returnsthat do not have any persons in common (determined by
person matching) constitute separate PSA households. One or more PSA households may be
formed at a Census ID. Theprimary PSA household is the PSA household (including the
selected person records on returns in that PSA household) that is used in further processing.
When more than one PSA household exists, the primary PSA household is selected by
sequentially applying criteriato dl of the PSA households until only one PSA household is
selected. Certain person recordsin non-primary PSA households at the Census ID may also be
selected for inclusion in the census household.

For this evaluation, we created a subset of the data by keeping only the return selected by the
PSA that provides the housing unit data and operational variables on the household level for a
particular Census ID. Thisisthebasic return for the primary PSA household. To accomplish
this, we used the variable RPRSTAT, which indicates return and PSA household status. We kept
the returns with RPRSTAT = 1. See Appendix B for additional values of this variable.

2.3 Adds and deletes

On the enumerator return, there were boxes to indicate if a person was added or deleted. If either
of these boxes was marked, the respective variable, PADD or PCANCEL, on the DRF2 person
filewould have avalue of 1. See Appendix B for additional values of these variables. In this
evaluation, we are interested in the people marked as adds or deletes who are included on
housing unit records that had Question C1 and/or C2 marked as“Yes’ and survived to the
HCEF-D’. To get thisinformation, we merged the surviving returns with the people on the



DRF2. Onthe DRF2, the variables RC1 and RC2 indicate the response to Questions C1
(whether anyone was missed) and C2 (whether anyone was included in error), respectively.

Note: To keep the file sizes to a minimum for the merge, we only kept people who had the “ Add”
or “Cancel” box marked (PADD =1 or PCANCEL =1).

2.4 Demographic characteristics

Summary statistics for race, age, sex, Hispanic origin, and tenure were calculated for added and
deleted people separately. We used the final dataset, described in section 2.3 above, containing
surviving housing unit records and associated people who were marked as an add or ddete. For
further analysis, we created a subset of the added people that included only persons who were
selected by PSA. This status was indicated by the value of 1 for variable PPSEL on the DRF2
person file. See Appendix B for other possible values of this variable.

2.5 Enumerators’ use of coverage questions

Observations of three enumerator operations-U/E, NRFU, and CIFU-were conducted.
Observersfilled out an observation checklist or observer' s diary, and this information was
summarized in the Financial and Administrative Systems Division’s (FASD’s) Motion and Time
Study. Datafrom this study were used to determine whether enumerators asked the coverage
guestions and made any roster changes as aresult.

2.6 Applying quality assurance procedures

We applied quality assurance procedures throughout the creation of thisreport. They
encompassed how we determined eva uation methods, desgned and reviewed computer systems,
developed clerical and computer procedures, analyzed data, and prepared this report.

3. LIMITATIONS

The most important limitation in this evaluation was seen in the high level of incomplete or
inconsistent information from the enumerator returns. Although Question C1 or C2 was marked
as“Yes’ onthereturn, there were cases where no people on the return were marked as an add or
adelete. One possble reason for thisinconsigency is that the enumerators may have forgotten to
mark the “Add” or “Cancel” box when aroster change was necessary. People may have been
added to the roster, but without the “Add” box marked, we are unable to determine which people
were added. For deleted people, although there were returns with C2 marked “Yes’ (we included
someone who should have been counted elsewhere), we cannot determine who should have been
deleted if there is no one with the “Cancel” box marked.

Thislack of information makesit difficult to get an accurae account of the people who were
missed or included in error. Therefore, anet result of people added or deleted may not be
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inferred from thedata in thisreport. Also, this evaluation only containstallies and demographic
information for people who had the “Add” box or “Cancel” box marked. Therefore, the
demographic data included in this document may not accurately reflect the distributions of the
people who weretruly added to or deleted from the household rosters.

Another limitation is that some of the datain this evaluation have not gone through editing and
imputation. Therefore, caution should be used when comparing these data to other distributions.
For example, the demographic tables, Tables 11 through 20, include arow for people with
missing values for the specific characteristic. For added and deleted people, percentages of the
demographic characteristics are calculated excluding people with missing values for the specific
characteristic. The datafrom the Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1), also shown in these
tables, have undergone editing and imputation, and therefore will have no missing val ues.

The frequencies and percentages presented in this report include enumerator returns for vacant
housing units. We do not know what impact those returns have on the information provided in
thisevaluation. Also, although we did not study this group, proxy respondents may be a factor in
the low number of responses reported here. Further analysis may be needed. More information
about the four enumerator operations, including vacant and proxy counts, may be found in the
F.12, F.13, H.5 and | .4 Census 2000 Evaluations listed in the reference section of this document.

Note that the Motion and Time Study was done in alimited number of areas and did not use a
random sample. Thislimits any interpretation of the estimates that can be made. We also note
that the enumerators may not always have marked the questionsthat are of interest in this
evaluation.

4. RESULTS

NOTE: Thetablesin this document contain national-level datafor the United States, including
the District of Columbia. Puerto Rico is excluded from this evaluation. For related state-level
tables, see Appendix A.

4.1 Coveragegainsfrom QuestionsC1 and C2
4.1.1 How many times was Question C1 marked?

Question C1 asksif the enumerator missed anyone that should have been counted at the
respondent’ s housing unit. Table 1 shows the number of enumerator returns with Question C1
marked and the percentage of all enumerator returns, regardless of PSA household status, from
the DRF2file. Also shown are the number and percentage of returns which had Question C1
marked as “Yes,” meaning someone had been missed. These counts are given by form type
(short form or long form from variable RRT) and by operaion (RSOURCE). See Appendix B
for the values of these variables.



Of the approximately 47 million enumerator returns, 40.6 percent did not mark either of the
boxes for Question C1. Of the 59.4 percent responses, 1.1 percent were recorded as“Yes.”
Among the operations, CIFU had the lowest percentage (31.5 percent) of responsesto the
guestion whether anyone was missed.

NOTE: The frequencies and percentages presented in this report include enumerator returns for
vacant housing units. We do not know what impact those returns have on the information
provided in this evaluation.

Table1l. Responseto Question C1for all enumerator returnsby form type and oper ation

All Enumer ator Total C1 M arked ClMarked as“Yes’
Returns Number Number % Number %
Total 46,971,700 27,895,851 59.4 311,286 1.1
Short Form 36,437,270 22,258,919 61.1 226,382 1.0
Long Form 10,534,430 5,636,932 53.5 84,904 15
L/E-U/E 1,463,877 797,713 54.5 9,117 1.1
NRFU 38,879,865 25,011,023 64.3 280,221 11
CIFU 6,627,958 2,087,115 315 21,948 1.1

Source: DRF2 (Variabless RSOURCE (Source of return) = 13-24, all possible values of RPRSTAT (Return and PSA
Household status), RC1 = (1, 2), and RRT = (2, 3))

Table 2 shows similar data as Table 1 for enumerator returns designated as the basic return for a
primary PSA household from the DRF2 file. See section 2.2.2. When limiting the universeto
only these returns, the percentage of returnswith Question C1 marked increases. Among those
marked, the percentages of those marked “Y es’ were similar to those in Table 1, ranging from
1.0to 1.5 percent.

Table2. Responseto Question C1 for basic enumerator returns by form type and
operation

Basic Enumer ator Total ClMarked Cl Marked as"Yes’

Returns Number Number % Number %
Total 36,632,439 24,386,318 66.6 273,599 11
Short Form 28,659,358 19,535,609 68.2 199,744 1.0
Long Form 7,973,081 4,850,709 60.8 73,855 15
L/E-U/E 1,305,675 780,421 59.8 8,897 11
NRFU 31,558,238 21,665,454 68.7 244,449 11
CIFU 3,768,526 1,940,443 51.5 20,253 1.0

Source: DRF2 (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT = 1, RC1 = (1, 2), and RRT = (2, 3))



Table 3 shows how many times Question C1 was marked for surviving basic returns. A
surviving basic return is the enumerator return on the DRF2 selected by the PSA to be used in
further processing that is also on the HCEF-D’ file. The response percentages by form type and
by operation for surviving basic returns are similar to those for basic returnsin Table 2.

Table 3. Responseto Question C1 for surviving basic enumer ator returns by form type
and oper ation

Surviving Basic Total C1Marked Cl Marked as“Yes’
Enumerator

Returnst Number Number % Number %
Total 35,872,321 23,694,688 66.1 267,452 11
Short Form 27,946,633 18,878,633 67.6 194,103 1.0
Long Form 7,925,688 4,816,055 60.8 73,349 15
L/E-U/E 1,300,921 775,931 59.6 8,840 11
NRFU 31,008,656 21,159,483 68.2 240,090 11
CIFU 3,562,744 1,759,274 49.4 18,522 11

The household return from the DRF2 file selected by the PSA for further processing which is also on the HCEF-D'.
Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC1 = (1, 2), and RRT = (2, 3))

4.1.2 How many times was at least one person added when Question C1 was marked as
“Yes” ?

Table 4 shows the number and percentage of surviving basic returns that had at |east one person
added (with the “Add” box marked) when Question C1 was marked as“Yes.” Among the
operations, the CIFU operation had the smallest percentage (11.2 percent) of returnswith at least
one person added when the response to Cl was*“Yes.”

Table4. Returnswith at least one person added when C1 wasmarked “Yes’ by operation

Question C1 At least 1 person added
marked as“Y es” when C1 marked as“Yes’
Number Number %
Total 267,452 58,215 21.8
L/E-U/E 8,840 2,228 25.2
NRFU 240,090 53,906 22.5
CIFU 18,522 2,081 11.2

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (V ariables: RSOURCE = 13-24,
RPRSTAT =1, RC1 =1, and PADD =1 for at |east one person
on the return)



Some possible reasons for the inconsistent information for Question C1 may include:

. The respondent answered “Yes” (that someone had been missed), but
- refused to give the information for the person to be added; or
- then said there was no one else in the househol d.

. The enumerator
- recorded the information for the person, but forgot to mark the “Add” box; or
- marked “Yes” by mistake.

4.1.3 What was the distribution of the number of people added as a result of Question C1?

Table 5 shows the digribution of the number of people added (with the” Add” box marked) as a
result of Question C1 being marked as“Yes.” Overall, 80.1 percent of returns with added people
added one person. In the L/E and U/E operations combined, 3.7 percent of the returns had five or
more people added.

Table 5. Distribution of housing unitswith C1 marked “Yes’ by number of people added
and oper ation

Distribution of added people

Total
1 2 3 4 5+
Number  Number % Number % Number %  Number % Number %
Total 58,215 46,617 80.1 7,565 13.0 2,249 39 1,025 1.8 759 1.3
L/E-U/E 2,228 1,648 74.0 319 143 117 5.3 62 2.8 82 3.7
NRFU 53,906 43,319 80.4 6,961 129 2,060 3.8 922 1.7 644 1.2
CIFU 2,081 1,650 79.3 285 137 72 35 41 2.0 33 16

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT = 1, RC1 = 1, and PADD = 1)
4.1.4 How many times was Question C2 marked?

Question C2 asks if someone listed on the form should be counted elsewhere. Table 6 shows the
number of returnswith Question C2 marked together with its percentage of the totd of all
enumerator returns, regardless of PSA household status, from the DRF2 file. Also shown are the
number of times Question C2 was marked as“Yes’ and its percentage anong those with
Question C2 marked.

A response to Question C2 was given on 59.2 percent of dl enumerator returns. Among these,
0.7 percent responded “Yes,” indicating that someone, who was included on the form, should
have been counted somewhere else. The percentage of responses to Question C2 by form type
and by operation was similar to the percentage of responses to Question C1 shown in Table 1.



CIFU had the lowest percentage (31.4 percent) of responses to Question C2 among the
operations.

Table 6. Responseto Question C2 for all enumerator returnsby form type and oper ation

All Enumer ator Total C2 M arked C2 Marked as“Yes’
Returns Number Number % Number %
Total 46,971,700 27,812,200 59.2 204,688 0.7
Short Form 36,437,270 22,189,143 60.9 158,611 0.7
Long Form 10,534,430 5,623,057 53.4 46,077 0.8
L/E-U/E 1,463,877 795,486 54.3 7,887 1.0
NRFU 38,879,865 24,938,360 64.1 181,926 0.7
CIFU 6,627,958 2,078,354 314 14,875 0.7

Source: DRF2 (Variabless RSOURCE (Source of return) = 13-24, all possible of RPRSTAT (Return and PSA
Household status), RC2 = (1, 2), and RRT = (2, 3))

When the universe islimited to only the basic enumerator returns for households selected by
PSA for further processing, the percentage of responsesincreases. Table 7 shows an overall
response to Question C2 of 66.4 percent with 0.7 percent of those responses marked as*“Yes.”

Table7. Responseto Question C2 for basic enumerator returns by form type and
operation

Basic Total C2 M arked C2 Marked as“Yes’
Enumerator

Returns Number Number % Number %
Total 36,632,439 24,314,553 66.4 172,886 0.7
Short Form 28,659,358 19,476,944 68.0 134,469 0.7
Long Form 7,973,081 4,837,609 60.7 38,417 0.8
L/E-U/E 1,305,675 778,279 59.6 7,633 1.0
NRFU 31,558,238 21,603,162 68.5 152,713 0.7
CIFU 3,768,526 1,933,112 51.3 12,540 0.6

Source: DRF2 (Variables; RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT = 1, RC2 = (1, 2), and RRT = (2, 3))

Table 8 shows how many times Question C2 was marked and the percent of these marked “Y es”
for surviving basic returns. A surviving basic return is the enumerator return on the DRF2
selected by the PSA for further processing that is also on the HCEF-D’ file.



On average, only 0.7 percent of the 65.9 percent of returns with a response to Question C2
responded “Yes,” that someone who was included should have been counted elsewhere. The
CIFU operation had the lowest percentage (49.2 percent) of surviving basic returns with a
response to Question C2.

Table 8. Responseto Question C2 for surviving basic enumer ator returns by form type
and oper ation

Surviving Basic Total C2Marked C2 Marked as“Yes’
Enumerator

Returns’ Number Number % Number %
Total 35,872,321 23,624,967 65.9 168,370 0.7
Short Form 27,946,633 18,821,889 67.3 130,380 0.7
Long Form 7,925,688 4,803,078 60.6 37,990 0.8
L/E-U/E 1,300,921 773,804 59.5 7,593 1.0
NRFU 31,008,656 21,098,641 68.0 149,459 0.7
CIFU 3,562,744 1,752,522 49.2 11,318 0.6

The household return from the DRF2 file selected by PSA for further processing which is also on the HCEF-D’.
Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC2 = (1, 2) and RRT = (2, 3))

4.1.5 How many times was at least one person deleted when Question C2 was marked as
“Yes” ?

For surviving basic returns with Question C2 marked as“Yes,” Table 9 shows the number of
returns which had at least one person deleted; that is, with the “ Cancel” box marked. Of the
7,593 L/E and U/E returns with Question C2 marked as“Yes,” 56.1 percent had at least one
person marked for deletion.

Table9. Returnswith at least one per son deleted when C2 was marked “Yes’ by operation

Question C2 At least 1 person deleted
marked as“Y es’ when C2 marked as*“Yes’
Number Number %
Total 168,370 73,019 43.4
L/E-U/E 7,593 4,263 56.1
NRFU 149,459 65,293 43.7
CIFU 11,318 3,463 30.6

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (V ariables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT = 1,
RC2 =1 and PCANCEL =1 for at least one person on the return)
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Some possible reasons for the inconsistent information for Question C2 may include:

. The respondent answered “Yes” (that someone should have been counted el sewhere), but
refused to indicate which person should be del eted.

. The enumerator forgot to mark the “Cancel” box under the person’s name.

4.1.6 What was the distribution of the number of people deleted as a result of Question
c2?

Table 10 shows the distribution of the number of people deleted (with the “Cance” box marked)
as aresult of an affirmative response to Question C2. For the mgority of housing units (88.4
percent) with Question C2 marked as“Yes,” there was one person deleted. Lessthan 0.5 percent
of the housing units from each operation had five or more people del eted.

Table 10. Distribution of housing unitswith C2 marked “Yes” by number of people
deleted and operation

Distribution of deleted people

Total
1 2 3 4 5+
Number Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %
Total 73,019 64,559 88.4 7,169 9.8 985 1.3 237 0.3 69 0.1
L/E-U/E 4,263 3,671 86.1 511 12.0 69 1.6 11 0.3 1 0.0
NRFU 65,293 57,920 88.7 6,285 9.6 837 1.3 198 0.3 53 0.1
CIFU 3,463 2,968 85.7 373 10.8 79 23 28 0.8 15 0.4

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC2 = 1 and PCANCEL = 1)
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4.2 Demographicsof added and deleted people
4.2.1 What were the demographics of the added and del eted people?

Tables 11 through 15 show the distributions of selected demographic characteristics (race, age,
sex, Hispanic origin, and tenure) for the people who were on a surviving return and had the
“Add” or “Cancel” box marked. We aso include the frequency distribution of each
characteristic for the entire United States population from the Census 2000 Summary File 1
(SF 1), which has undergone editing and imputation, and includes the group quarters as well as
the housing unit population unless stated otherwise.

Note that percents for each demographic characteristic in Tables 11 through 15 are cal culated
excluding people with missing values for that particular characteristic. However, the tables by
state in Appendix A include all peoplein the percent calculation. See Appendix B for the vaues
of the demographic variables used in this evaluation.

Table 11 shows that among added and del eted people with non-missing race, White comprised
53.3 percent and 65.8 percent, respectively. The Black, African American race group made up
21.4 percent of adds and 19.1 percent of ddetes. The non-whites made up 46.7 percent of the
adds and 24.9 percent of the entire population. However, we cannot infer that these questions are
good for improving the differential undercount because of the inadequacy of the data collected.

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Add” or “Cancel” box marked, a net
count of added or deleted people should not be inferred from this table, nor should any inferences
be made about the demographic distributions.

Table 11. Number and percent of added and deleted people by RACE

Adds Deletes Entire population
Race
Number % Number % Number %

Total 77,050 100.0 83,160 100.0 281,421,906 100.0

White 39,617 53.3 51,199 65.8 211,460,626 75.1

Black, African American 15,910 21.4 14,827 19.1 34,658,190 12.3

American Indian, 2,790 3.8 1,845 2.4 2,475,956 0.9

Alaskan Native

Asian 3,375 4.5 4,030 5.2 10,242,998 4.8

Native Hawaiian or 394 0.5 206 0.3 398,835 1.2

Other Pacific Idander

Some Other Race 9,668 13.0 3,973 51 15,359,073 55

Two or More 2,520 34 1,737 2.2 6,826,228 2.4

Missing 2,776 - 5,343

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variabless RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1,RCl1=10r RC2=1, PADD =1 or
PCANCEL =1, and PRACEO01-PRACE15); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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For the age characteristic in Table 12, among people with non-missing age, 57.9 percent of adds
were people ages 0 through 24 years. Young people ages 0 through 24 years made up 35.3
percent of the entire population. Thisisagroup that is traditionally undercounted, however, we
cannot infer that these questions are good for improving the differential undercount because of
the inadequacy of the data collected. Among the deletes, 67.3 percent of the people were ages 15
to 24 years. This may reflect college students who would be counted at college and often are
included on their parents’ return.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “Add” or “Cancel” box marked, a net
count of added or deleted people should not be inferred from this table, nor should any inferences
be made about the demographic distributions.

Table 12. Number and percent of added and deleted people by AGE

Adds Deletes Entire population
Age
Number % Number % Number %
Total 77,050 100.0 83,160 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
0 to 14 years 20,891 29.4 3,562 4.8 60,253,375 214
15 to 24 years 20,262 28.5 49,727 67.3 39,183,891 13.9
2510 34 years 12,356 17.4 8,488 11.5 39,891,724 14.2
35to 44 years 7,606 10.7 4,368 5.9 45,148,527 16.0
45 to 54 years 4,409 6.2 1,986 2.7 37,677,952 134
55to 64 years 2,548 3.6 1,075 15 24,274,684 8.6
65 to 74 years 1,675 2.4 1,211 1.6 18,390,986 6.5
75 to 84 years 869 1.2 1,900 2.6 12,361,180 4.4
85 years and over 395 0.0 1,598 2.2 4,239,587 1.5
Missing 6,039 - 9,245

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variabless RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RCl=10or RC2=1, PADD=1o0r
PCANCEL =1, and PAGE); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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Males are traditionally undercounted. Within the entire population, 49.1 percent are males.
Table 13 shows that, among people with non-missing sex, 56.5 percent of adds were males.
However, we cannot infer that these questions are good for improving the differential undercount
because of the inadequacy of the data collected. Males accounted for 56.7 percent of the deleted
people.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” or “Cancel” box marked, a net
count of added or deleted people should not be inferred from this table, nor should any inferences
be made about the demographic distributions.

Table 13. Number and per cent of added and deleted people by SEX

Adds Deletes Entire population
Sex
Number % Number % Number %
Total 77,050 100.0 83,160 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
Male 42,928 56.5 45,896 56.7 138,053,563 49.1
Female 33,023 43.5 35,038 43.3 143,368,343 50.9
Missing 1,099 - 2,226

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variabless RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1,RCl1=10r RC2=1, PADD =1 or
PCANCEL =1, and PSEX); Census 2000 Summary File 1.

Table 14 shows that, among people with non-missing Hispanic origin, Hispanic people made up
25.3 percent of adds. However, Hispanics made up 12.5 percent of the entire population. We
cannot infer that these questions are good for improving the differential undercount because of
the inadequacy of the data collected. Among deleted people, 90.3 percent were Non-Hispanic.

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Add” or “Cancel” box marked, a net
count of added or deleted people should not be inferred from this table, nor should any inferences
be made about the demographic distributions.

Table 14. Number and per cent of added and deleted people by HI SPANIC ORIGIN

Adds Deletes Entire population
Hispanic origin
Number % Number % Number %
Total 77,050 100.0 83,160 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
Non-Hispanic 56,178 74.7 70,589  90.3 246,116,088 87.5
Hispanic 19,076 25.3 7,578 9.7 35,305,818 125
Missing 1,796 - 4,993

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variabless RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1,RCl1=10r RC2=1, PADD =1 or
PCANCEL = 1, PSPANO01-PSPAN 05, PSPANWI); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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Table 15 shows that 51.2 percent of added people with non-missing tenure were renters. Among
the entire occupied housing unit population, renters accounted for 31.3 percent of people. We
cannot infer that these questions are good for improving the differential undercount for renters
because of the inadequacy of the data collected. About two-thirds of the deleted people with
non-missing tenure were owners.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” or “Cancel” box marked, a net
count of added or deleted people should not be inferred from this table, nor should any inferences
be made about the demographic distributions.

Table 15. Number and percent of added and deleted people by TENURE

Entire occupied

Adds Deletes h . it lati
Tenure ousing unit population
Number % Number % Number %
Total 77,050 100.0 83,160 100.0 273,643,273 100.0
Owner 36,249 48.8 49,552 66.1 187,965,615 68.7
Renter 38,085 51.2 25,462 33.9 85,677,658 31.3
Missing 2,716 - 8,146

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variabless RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RCl=10or RC2=1,PADD =1o0r
PCANCEL =1, and RTENURE); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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4.2.2 What wer e the demographics of added peopl e selected by PSA?

Tables 16 through 20 show the demographic characteristics of added people on surviving returns
who were selected by PSA. By definition, no deleted people were selected. Thesetables dso
include the frequency distribution of each characteristic for the entire United States population
from the Census 2000 Summary File 1 (SF 1), which has undergone editing and imputation, and
includes the group quarters as well as the housing unit population unless stated otherwise.

Note that percents for each demographic characteristic in Tables 16 through 20 are cal culated
excluding people with missing values for that particular characteristic. See Appendix B for the
values of the demographic variables used in this evaluation.

Among added people selected by PSA with non-missing race, 53.4 percent reported White and
21.4 percent reported Black, African American.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” box marked, the estimates may
not reflect the actual impact of the coverage question, and inferences about the demographic
distributions of added people should not be made from this table.

Table 16. Number and per cent of added people selected by PSA by RACE

Adds selected by PSA Entire population
Race
Number % Number %
Total 75,804 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
White 39,101 53.4 211,460,626 75.1
Black, African American 15,670 21.4 34,658,190 12.3
American Indian, Alaskan Native 2,715 3.7 2,475,956 0.9
Asian 3,311 4.5 10,242,998 4.8
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Idander 390 0.5 398,835 1.2
Some Other Race 9,509 13.0 15,359,073 5.5
Two or More 2,487 3.4 6,826,228 24
Missing 2,621

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC1 =1, PPSEL =1, PADD =1, and
PRACEO1-PRACE15); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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Table 17 shows that 57.9 percent of added people selected by PSA with non-missing age were
young people aged 0 to 24 years old.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” box marked, the estimates may
not reflect the actual impact of the coverage question, and inferences about the demographic
distributions of added people should not be made from this table.

Table 17. Number and percent of added people selected by PSA by AGE

Adds selected by PSA Entire population
Age
Number % Number %
Total 75,804 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
0to 14 years 20,518 29.3 60,253,375 21.4
15 to 24 years 19,971 28.6 39,183,891 13.9
25to 34 years 12,203 17.4 39,891,724 14.2
3510 44 years 7,502 10.7 45,148,527 16.0
45 to 54 years 4,352 6.2 37,677,952 13.4
55 to 64 years 2,512 3.6 24,274,684 8.6
65 to 74 years 1,653 24 18,390,986 6.5
75 to 84 years 852 1.2 12,361,180 4.4
85 years and over 384 0.5 4,239,587 15
Missing 5,857 - - -

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC1 =1,
PPSEL = 1, PADD =1, and PAGE); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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Table 18 shows that males made up 56.5 percent of added people who were selected by PSA
with non-missing sex. Females made up 43.5 percent of this group.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” box marked, the estimates may
not reflect the actual impact of the coverage question, and inferences about the demographic
distributions of added people should not be made from this table.

Table 18. Number and per cent of added people selected by PSA by SEX

Adds selected by PSA Entire population
Sex
Number % Number %
Total 75,804 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
Male 42,277 56.5 138,053,563 49.1
Female 32,525 435 143,368,343 50.9
Missing 1,002

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC1 =1,
PPSEL =1, PADD = 1, and PSEX); Census 2000 Summary File 1.

In Table 19, we see that about three-fourths (74.7 percent) of added people selected by PSA with
non-missing Hispanic origin were Non-Hispanic.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” box marked, the estimates may
not reflect the actual impact of the coverage question, and inferences about the demographic
distributions of added people should not be made from thistable.

Table 19. Number and per cent of added people selected by PSA by HISPANIC ORIGIN

Adds selected by PSA Entire population
Hispanic origin
Number % Number %
Total 75,804 100.0 281,421,906 100.0
Non-Hispanic 55,401 74.7 246,116,088 87.5
Hispanic 18,732 25.3 35,305,818 12.5
Missing 1,671

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC1 =1,
PPSEL =1, PADD = 1, PSPANO01-PSPANO5, PSPANWI); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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Table 20 shows that renters accounted for 51.2 percent of added people with non-missing tenure
who were selected by PSA.

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Add” box marked, the estimates may
not reflect the actual impact of the coverage question, and inferences about the demographic
distributions of added people should not be made from this table.

Table 20. Number and per cent of added people selected by PSA by TENURE

Entire occupied housing unit

Adds selected by PSA .
population

Tenure
Number % Number %
Total 75,804 100.0 273,643,273 100.0
Owner 35,674 48.8 187,965,615 68.7
Renter 37,482 51.2 85,677,658 31.3
Missing 2,648 - - -

Source: DRF2 and HCEF-D’ (Variables: RSOURCE = 13-24, RPRSTAT =1, RC1=1,
PPSEL =1, PADD =1, and RTENURE); Census 2000 Summary File 1.
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4.3 Enumerators useof QuestionsC1 and C2

The following table summarizes the field observationsin FASD’s Motion and Time Studies of the
CIFU, NRFU, and U/E operations. The observations were conducted in alimited number of
areas, which are listed below.

CIFU Concord, CA; Clarksville, IN; Louisville, KY
NRFU Providence, RI; Clarksville, IN; Louisville, KY
U/E El Paso, TX

Note: FASD did not conduct a Motion and Time Study of L/E for Census 2000.

Did the enumerators read Questions C1 and C2?

The information included here is directly from the Motion and Time Studies. There were only
417 enumerator interviews observed, which were not randomly selected. We note that roster
changes were made in NRFU and U/E; however, the data do not explain what those changes were;

specifically, whether people were added or deeted from the roster.

Table21. Observation summary of coverage quegtionsfrom CIFU, NRFU, and U/E

CIFU NRFU U/E

Number of Per cent Number of Percent Number of Per cent

Interviews % Interviews % Interviews %
Total 55 100 208 100 154 100
Asked C1 35 64 184 88 134 87
Did not ask C1 20 36 24 12 20 13
Asked C2 34 62 170 82 130 84
Did not ask C2 21 38 38 18 24 16

Number of times
roster changed as a 0 0 7 3 4 3
result of C1 or C2
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5. CONCLUSIONS

Among enumerator returns in the United States, the percentage with coverage Question C1
marked was similar to the percentage with Question C2 marked. Of the surviving basic
enumerator returns, 66.1 percent had C1 marked and 65.9 percent had C2 marked. Among the
operations, CIFU saw the lowest percentage of returns with these questions marked, 49.4 percent
and 49.2 percent for C1 and C2, respectively. The NRFU response to these questions was
approximately 68 percent for both.

When checking the people associated with these surviving returns, one finds that only 21.8
percent of the returns that had the “Y es’” box marked for C1, had at |east one person added; that is,
someone with the “Add” box marked. A similar situation occurred with the returns having C2
marked as“Yes.” At least one person was deleted; that is, someone had the “Cancel” box
marked, on 43.4 percent of the returns.

The enumerators may have forgotten to mark the “Add” or “Cancel” box when aroster change
was hecessary. People may have been added, but the “Add” box was not marked. For deleted
people, dthough there were returns with C2 marked “Y es” (we included someone who should
have been counted elsewhere), we cannot determine who should have been deleted if thereis no
one with the “ Cancel” box marked.

This inconsistent and incompl ete information makes it difficult to get an accurate account of the
people who were missed or included in error. Therefore, we are unable to determine anet result

of people added or deleted from the datain thisreport. For the same reason, the demographic data
included in this document may not accurately reflect the distributions of the people who were

truly added to or deleted from the household rosters.

Based on the information about the number of “Add” and “Cancel” boxes marked, we have added
77,050 people and deleted 83,160 people. Among the people recorded as adds, 46.6 percent were
non-Whites, 57.9 percent were young people (ages 0 to 24), 56.5 percent were males, and 51.2
percent were renters. These groups are traditionally undercounted, however, we cannot infer that
these two coverage questions are good for improving the differential undercount because of the
inadequacy of the data collected.
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6. RECOMMENDATIONS

Coverage questions are auseful tool for capturing those people who would have been missed in
the census or for excluding those people who should have been counted elsewhere. The coverage
guestions, C1 and C2, did not work as presented. More research to explore other solutionsis
needed. The questions may need to beredesigned and tested for different audiences. Certain
formats may work better in different situations or with different respondents.

There are two main schools of thought about census coverage. One suggests, as we did in Census
2000, that we collect everybody that we can on the household roster and then filter the list using
the coverage questions to determine who to add or delete. The other side agrees with the 1990
method of telling the respondent up front who should be included or not included on the roster.
Maybe a compromise can be reached such as providing to the respondent a flash card with the
types of people to include or exclude.

Although this evaduation did not address proxy respondents or returns for vacant housing units,
and we, therefore, do not know the impact they may have had on the reported data, one suggestion
for improving the response to the coverage questionsis adding a“Don’'t know” response option.

If the information isfor avacant unit or is provided by a proxy, there may not be enough
information to give a definite “yes’ or “no” answer. This may also be he pful when respondents
refuse to answer or smply don’t know. Further andysis may be necessary.

Because of the low percentage of returns with the “Add” and “Cancel” boxes marked when the
coverage questions were answered in the affirmative, we recommend providing additional space
immediately following the coverage questions for entering the name of the people to be added or
deleted.

Automated instruments may help to improve the data collection process by requiring a response to
each coverage question, and subsequent data entry for an affirmative answer, before allowing the
enumerator to continue with the next question.

Although we are unsure why the coverage questions C1 and C2 were |eft blank by enumerators

one-third of the time, we feel that enumerators may need more training to understand the purpose
and importance of asking the questions.
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State Tables

APPENDIX A

Table Al. Responseto Question C1for all enumerator returnsby state

States Total ClMarked Cl Marked as“Yes’
Number Number % Number %

U.S. Total 46,971,700 27,895,851 59.4 311,286 11
Alabama 962,372 507,242 52.7 5,516 11
Alaska 147,237 92,094 625 999 11
Arizona 1,056,297 553,592 524 6,950 1.3
Arkansas 529,695 289,760 54.7 2,900 1.0
Cdlifornia 4,426,491 3,014,327 68.1 34,712 12
Colorado 658,717 392,304 59.6 4,211 11
Connecticut 490,503 329,438 67.2 4,038 12
Delaware 158,434 74,612 471 819 11
D.C. 139,700 74,791 535 1,300 17
Florida 3,177,980 1,697,308 53.4 19,054 11
Georgia 1,318,161 798,024 60.5 9,435 12
Hawaii 224,227 125,032 55.8 1,177 0.9
Idaho 222,377 131,594 59.2 1,281 1.0
Illinois 1,858,308 1,160,414 62.4 14,482 12
Indiana 955,606 568,091 59.4 5,882 1.0
lowa 369,526 224,078 60.6 2,162 1.0
Kansas 411,908 243589 59.1 2,422 1.0
Kentucky 741,001 447,099 60.3 4,377 1.0
Louisiana 902,521 531,431 58.9 5,703 11
Maine 346,112 167,658 48.4 1,483 0.9
Maryland 841,852 484,669 57.6 6,665 14
Massachusetts 994,740 661,743 66.5 8,216 12
Michigan 1,488,512 794,542 534 8,366 11
Minnesota 652,096 386,047 59.2 3,761 1.0
Mississippi 539,354 325,750 60.4 3,907 12
Missouri 913,966 496,281 54.3 4,537 0.9
Montana 180,967 98,294 54.3 915 0.9
Nebraska 225,096 135,127 60.0 1,436 11
Nevada 377,775 233,269 61.7 2,900 12
New Hampshire 243,992 135,721 55.6 1,354 1.0
New Jersey 1,294,374 796,790 61.6 9,162 12
New Mexico 406,866 230,330 56.6 2,997 1.3
New Y ork 3,441,865 2,087,871 60.7 27,044 1.3
North Carolina 1,610,543 914,108 56.8 9,663 11
North Dakota 112,303 62,450 55.6 567 0.9
Ohio 1,583,259 1,014,758 64.1 8,882 0.9
Oklahoma 683,962 374,940 54.8 3,772 1.0
Oregon 558,499 355,007 63.6 3,697 1.0
Pennsylvania 1,951,746 1,121,825 575 12,380 11
Rhode Island 181,682 109,168 60.1 1,162 11
South Carolina 899,751 481,360 535 5,293 11
South Dakota 125,277 73,734 589 859 12
Tennessee 1,065,605 635,688 59.7 6,351 1.0
Texas 3,773,710 2,224,220 58.9 25,538 11
Utah 302,979 195,107 64.4 2,533 1.3
Vermont 155,324 82,174 529 897 11
Virginia 1,034,644 632,061 61.1 6,464 1.0
Washington 989,326 653,025 66.0 6,762 1.0
West Virginia 364,803 195,642 53.6 1,441 0.7
Wisconsin 760,289 408,617 53.7 4,120 1.0
Wyoming 119,370 73,055 61.2 742 1.0
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State Tables

APPENDIX A

Table A2. Responseto Question C1 for basic enumerator returnsby state

States Total ClMarked Cl Marked as“Yes’
Number Number % Number %

U.S. Total 36,632,439 24,386,318 66.6 273,599 11
Alabama 727,595 453,803 62.4 4,992 11
Alaska 125,935 84,539 67.1 936 11
Arizona 825,436 494,479 59.9 6,289 1.3
Arkansas 395,756 252,336 63.8 2,504 1.0
Cdlifornia 3,502,401 2,620,702 74.8 30,357 1.2
Colorado 388,515 284,865 73.3 3,520 1.2
Connecticut 527,505 345,449 65.5 3,720 11
Delaware 118,723 64,467 54.3 695 11
D.C. 100,815 63,922 634 1,124 1.8
Florida 2,580,767 1,490,164 57.7 16,784 11
Georgia 1,054,556 705,708 66.9 8,348 1.2
Hawaii 174,945 109,768 62.7 1,011 0.9
Idaho 180,545 116,605 64.6 1,156 1.0
Illinois 1,372,519 986,402 71.9 12,391 1.3
Indiana 725,538 478,011 659 4,972 1.0
lowa 284,183 189,966 66.8 1,866 1.0
Kansas 315,428 209,328 66.4 2,124 1.0
Kentucky 573,914 394,891 68.8 3,867 1.0
Louisiana 694,641 471,529 679 5,047 11
Maine 295,674 155,012 52.4 1,379 0.9
Maryland 636,242 418,313 65.7 5,803 14
M assachusetts 802,380 582,722 72.6 7,248 1.2
Michigan 1,166,314 683,075 58.6 7,223 11
Minnesota 498,040 312,154 62.7 3,080 1.0
Mississippi 698,015 430,377 617 3,958 0.9
Missouri 416,164 287,678 69.1 3,504 1.2
Montana 145,934 88,214 60.4 829 0.9
Nebraska 177,333 115,522 65.1 1,235 11
Nevada 304,219 211,587 69.6 2,609 1.2
New Hampshire 201,594 121,334 60.2 1,202 1.0
New Jersey 994,358 690,744 69.5 8,001 1.2
New Mexico 325,647 206,972 63.6 2,724 1.3
New Y ork 2,678,950 1,862,542 69.5 24,202 1.3
North Carolina 1,239,506 800,061 64.5 8,520 11
North Dakota 90,000 55,338 615 505 0.9
Ohio 1,261,014 887,471 704 7,808 0.9
Oklahoma 515,068 328,999 63.9 3,318 1.0
Oregon 445,789 311,734 69.9 3,276 11
Pennsylvania 1,518,692 975,999 64.3 10,799 11
Rhode Island 136,413 96,840 710 1,048 11
South Carolina 676,923 421,213 62.2 4,625 11
South Dakota 96,657 61,524 63.7 749 1.2
Tennessee 807,096 563,362 69.8 5,667 1.0
Texas 2,897,415 1,960,960 67.7 22,665 1.2
Utah 247,584 171,416  69.2 2,204 1.3
Vermont 132,513 75,257 56.8 831 11
Virginia 785,823 543,446 69.2 5,581 1.0
Washington 779,949 566,810 72.7 5,857 1.0
West Virginia 286,370 174,223 60.8 1,283 0.7
Wisconsin 604,952 341,576 56.5 3,482 1.0
Wyoming 100,094 66909 _ 66.8 681 10
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Table A3. Responseto Question C1 for surviving basic enumerator returns by state

States Total ClMarked Cl Marked as“Yes’
Number Number % Number %

U.S. Total 35,872,321 23,694,688 66.1 267,452 11
Alabama 705,375 433,772 615 4,829 11
Alaska 124,156 82,822 66.7 927 11
Arizona 807,615 480,715 59.5 6,162 1.3
Arkansas 384,267 241,666 62.9 2,412 1.0
Cdlifornia 3,454,650 2,576,914 74.6 29,946 1.2
Colorado 518,375 337,246 65.1 3,640 11
Connecticut 380,828 277,861 73.0 3,449 1.2
Delaware 116,376 62,607 53.8 680 11
D.C. 100,594 63,801 634 1,122 1.8
Florida 2,540,131 1,457,080 57.4 16,427 11
Georgia 1,024,019 677,835 66.2 8,128 1.2
Hawaii 169,957 105,413 62.0 965 0.9
Idaho 176,559 112,852 63.9 1,130 1.0
Illinois 1,344,720 960,694 714 12,118 1.3
Indiana 707,676 462,079 65.3 4,850 11
lowa 277,726 183,941 66.2 1,821 1.0
Kansas 309,295 203,706 65.9 2,090 1.0
Kentucky 556,688 378,593 68.0 3,756 1.0
Louisiana 675,724 454,004 67.2 4,905 11
Maine 291,410 151,006 51.8 1,352 0.9
Maryland 624,399 407,813 65.3 5,685 14
Massachusetts 787,482 568,929 72.2 7,100 1.2
Michigan 1,146,043 664,458 58.0 7,079 11
Minnesota 488,803 303,380 62.1 3,016 1.0
Mississippi 684,026 417,189 61.0 3,865 0.9
Missouri 400,433 273,161 68.2 3,359 1.2
Montana 144,031 86,391 60.0 819 0.9
Nebraska 174,996 113,328 64.8 1,208 11
Nevada 300,974 208,732 69.4 2,584 1.2
New Hampshire 197,354 117,374 59.5 1,162 1.0
New Jersey 972,182 670,854 69.0 7,840 1.2
New Mexico 318,224 200,335 63.0 2,654 1.3
New Y ork 2,625,039 1,813,089 69.1 23,598 1.3
North Carolina 1,204,449 767,288 63.7 8,216 11
North Dakota 88,432 53,876 60.9 493 0.9
Ohio 1,237,867 865,703 69.9 7,654 0.9
Oklahoma 505,851 320,367 63.3 3,245 1.0
Oregon 436,512 303,526 69.5 3,200 11
Pennsylvania 1,482,206 941,702 63.5 10,519 11
Rhode Island 133,679 94,335 70.6 1,022 11
South Carolina 653,032 399,787 61.2 4,434 11
South Dakota 95,276 60,211 63.2 739 1.2
Tennessee 782,740 540,867 69.1 5,528 1.0
Texas 2,844,262 1,912,697 67.2 22,239 1.2
Utah 242,801 166,953 68.8 2,157 1.3
Vermont 129,886 72,716 56.0 810 11
Virginia 770,908 529,324 68.7 5,472 1.0
Washington 763,197 551,534 72.3 5,725 1.0
West Virginia 279,967 168,014 60.0 1,258 0.7
Wisconsin 592,115 330,255 55.8 3,394 1.0
Wyoming 99,014 65893 66,5 669 1.0
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Table A4. Distribution of housing unitswith C1 marked “Yes’ by number of people added

and state
Total Distribution of added people
States 1 2 3 4 5+
Number
Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %

U.S. Total 58,215 46,617 80.1 7,565 13.0 2,249 39 1,025 1.8 759 1.3
Alabama 787 654 83.1 92 117 23 29 12 15 6 08
Alaska 372 300 80.6 52 14.0 11 3.0 6 16 3 08
Arizona 1,589 1,196 75.3 237 149 86 54 33 21 37 23
Arkansas 433 358 827 52 120 10 23 7 16 6 14
Cdlifornia 8,767 6,853 78.2 1,224 140 371 4.2 171 20 148 1.7
Colorado 1,038 868 83.6 127 122 27 26 8 08 8 08
Connecticut 719 560 77.9 107 149 33 46 10 14 9 13
Delaware 123 99 805 15 122 6 49 2 16 1 08
D.C. 153 112 732 22 144 12 78 3 20 4 26
Florida 3,256 2,655 81.5 413 127 104 3.2 48 15 36 11
Georgia 1,383 1,121 811 178 129 47 34 24 1.7 13 09
Hawaii 355 279 78.6 50 141 11 31 8 23 7 20
Idaho 371 316 85.2 31 84 12 32 6 16 16
Illinois 2,144 1,696 79.1 285 133 76 35 55 2.6 32 15
Indiana 824 688 83.5 88 10.7 30 36 1 1.3 7 09
lowa 370 302 81.6 4 119 14 38 5 14 5 14
Kansas 455 377 829 41 9.0 24 53 9 20 4 09
Kentucky 694 591 85.2 75 108 19 27 7 10 2 03
Louisiana 996 809 81.2 130 131 40 4.0 12 12 5 05
Maine 271 224 827 35 129 9 33 3 11 0 00
Maryland 1,006 801 79.6 131 130 45 45 17 17 12 12
M assachusetts 963 773 80.3 113 117 34 35 30 31 13 14
Michigan 1,682 1,344 79.9 228 13.6 61 3.6 29 1.7 20 1.2
Minnesota 819 668 81.6 98 120 30 37 14 17 9 11
M i ssi ssippi 593 484 81.6 76 128 19 32 10 17 4 07
Missouri 850 706 83.1 95 11.2 27 32 16 19 6 07
Montana 313 265 84.7 35 112 10 3.2 2 06 1 03
Nebraska 291 243 835 31 107 8 27 5 17 4 14
Nevada 565 419 74.2 83 147 21 37 18 3.2 24 4.2
New Hampshire 243 209 86.0 29 119 4 16 0 0.0 1 04
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Total Distribution of added people
States 1 2 3 4 5+
Number
Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %
New Jersey 1,484 1,167 78.6 201 135 73 4.9 27 1.8 16 11
New Mexico 823 639 77.6 116 141 35 43 17 21 16 19
New Y ork 4,260 3,288 77.2 619 145 196 4.6 83 1.9 74 1.7
North Carolina 1,512 1,215 804 199 132 61 4.0 31 21 6 04
North Dakota 147 120 816 17 116 8 54 1 07 1 07
Ohio 1,793 1,468 819 222 124 63 35 29 16 11 06
Oklahoma 711 586 824 76 107 30 42 13 18 6 08
Oregon 992 829 83.6 116 117 32 32 8 08 7 07
Pennsylvania 1,742 1,418 814 228 131 43 25 29 17 24 14
Rhode Island 182 140 76.9 30 165 8 44 3 16 1 05
South Carolina 792 653 824 94 119 27 34 7 09 11 14
South Dakota 193 154 79.8 24 124 4 21 7 36 4 21
Tennessee 1,159 957 82.6 145 125 35 30 13 11 9 08
Texas 4,968 3917 788 622 125 227 4.6 106 2.1 9% 19
Utah 706 563 79.7 94 133 29 41 12 17 8 11
Vermont 159 124 78.0 23 145 9 57 2 13 1 06
Virginia 1,307 1,053 80.6 180 138 46 35 19 15 9 07
Washington 1,743 1,459 837 199 114 53 3.0 19 11 13 0.7
West Virginia 273 237 86.8 25 92 7 26 3 11 1 04
Wisconsin 666 514 77.2 91 13.7 35 53 14 21 12 1.8
Wyoming 178 146 82.0 27 15.2 4 22 1 06 0 0.0
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Table A5. Responseto Question C2for all enumerator returnsby state

States Total C2 M arked C2 Marked as“Yes”
Number Number % Number %

U.S. Total 46,971,700 27,812,200 59.2 204,688 0.7
Alabama 962,372 505,471 525 3,180 0.6
Alaska 147,237 92,022 625 849 0.9
Arizona 1,056,297 551,892 52.2 3,739 0.7
Arkansas 529,695 288,926 545 1,604 0.6
Cdlifornia 4,426,491 3,006,737  67.9 19,848 0.7
Colorado 658,717 391,152 594 2,648 0.7
Connecticut 490,503 328,285 66.9 3,380 1.0
Delaware 158,434 74226  46.9 649 0.9
D.C. 139,700 74,346  53.2 633 0.9
Florida 3,177,980 1,690,871  53.2 11,056 0.7
Georgia 1,318,161 795,116  60.3 5,591 0.7
Hawaii 224,227 124,738 55.6 950 0.8
Idaho 222,377 131,356  59.1 794 0.6
Illinois 1,858,308 1,156,827 62.3 8,900 0.8
Indiana 955,606 566,214  59.3 3,994 0.7
lowa 369,526 223,494  60.5 1,444 0.6
Kansas 411,908 242,804 58.9 1,777 0.7
Kentucky 741,001 445968  60.2 2,912 0.7
Louisiana 902,521 530,018 58.7 3,688 0.7
Maine 346,112 167,235 483 1,338 0.8
Maryland 841,852 482,828 574 4,387 0.9
M assachusetts 994,740 659,386  66.3 6,538 1.0
Michigan 1,488,512 792,377 53.2 5,422 0.7
Minnesota 652,096 385,155 59.1 2,653 0.7
M ssissippi 539,354 324,767  60.2 2,554 0.8
Missouri 913,966 495,152 54.2 3,079 0.6
Montana 180,967 98,139 54.2 700 0.7
Nebraska 225,096 134,723  59.9 1,065 0.8
Nevada 377,775 232,642 616 1,280 0.6
New Hampshire 243,992 135,292 554 1,247 0.9
New Jersey 1,294,374 794,361 614 7,585 1.0
New Mexico 406,866 229,730 56.5 1,722 0.8
New Y ork 3,441,865 2,080,806  60.5 17,646 0.8
North Carolina 1,610,543 911,495 56.6 7,605 0.8
North Dakota 112,303 62,320 555 512 0.8
Ohio 1,583,259 1,012,174  63.9 6,628 0.7
Oklahoma 683,962 373,981 547 2,355 0.6
Oregon 558,499 353,969 634 1,937 0.5
Pennsylvania 1,951,746 1,118,490 57.3 10,311 0.9
Rhode Island 181,682 108,783  59.9 850 0.8
South Carolina 899,751 479,408 53.3 3,697 0.8
South Dakota 125,277 73,567 58.7 605 0.8
Tennessee 1,065,605 633,834 59.5 3,987 0.6
Texas 3,773,710 2,217,545  58.8 14,212 0.6
Utah 302,979 194,625 64.2 1,322 0.7
Vermont 155,324 81,977 52.8 788 1.0
Virginia 1,034,644 630,468  60.9 6,057 1.0
Washington 989,326 651,206  65.8 4,409 0.7
West Virginia 364,803 195,171 535 1,028 0.5
Wisconsin 760,289 407,294  53.6 2,924 0.7
Wyoming 119,370 72,837 61.0 609 0.8
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Table A6. Responseto Question C2 for basic enumerator returns by state

States Total C2Marked C2 Marked as“Y es”
Number Number % Number %

U.S. Total 36,632,439 24,314,553 66.4 172,886 0.7
Alabama 727,595 452,249 62.2 2,704 0.6
Alaska 125,935 84,468 67.1 766 0.9
Arizona 825,436 492,991 59.7 3,282 0.7
Arkansas 395,756 251,607 63.6 1,311 0.5
Cdlifornia 3,502,401 2,614,277 74.6 16,783 0.6
Colorado 388,515 283,909 73.1 2,791 1.0
Connecticut 527,505 344,447 65.3 2,276 0.7
Delaware 118,723 64,147 54.0 533 0.8
D.C. 100,815 63,532 63.0 531 0.8
Florida 2,580,767 1,484,639 57.5 9,477 0.6
Georgia 1,054,556 703,188 66.7 4,783 0.7
Hawaii 174,945 109,524 62.6 806 0.7
Idaho 180,545 116,391 64.5 672 0.6
Illinois 1,372,519 983,425 717 7,276 0.7
Indiana 725,538 476,437 65.7 3,213 0.7
lowa 284,183 189,458 66.7 1,162 0.6
Kansas 315,428 208,650 66.1 1,449 0.7
Kentucky 573,914 393,895 68.6 2,475 0.6
Louisiana 694,641 470,280 67.7 3,178 0.7
Maine 295,674 154,631 52.3 1,218 0.8
Maryland 636,242 416,806 65.5 3,647 0.9
M assachusetts 802,380 580,724 72.4 5,594 1.0
Michigan 1,166,314 681,259 58.4 4,441 0.7
Minnesota 498,040 311,441 62.5 2,060 0.7
M ssissippi 698,015 429,429 61.5 2,546 0.6
Missouri 416,164 286,845 68.9 2,170 0.8
Montana 145,934 88,070 60.3 630 0.7
Nebraska 177,333 115,179 65.0 863 0.7
Nevada 304,219 211,010 69.4 1,109 0.5
New Hampshire 201,594 120,953 60.0 1,063 0.9
New Jersey 994,358 688,664 69.3 6,352 0.9
New Mexico 325,647 206,433 63.4 1,555 0.8
New Y ork 2,678,950 1,856,374 69.3 15,393 0.8
North Carolina 1,239,506 797,816 64.4 6,446 0.8
North Dakota 90,000 55,226 61.4 451 0.8
Ohio 1,261,014 885,241 70.2 5,525 0.6
Oklahoma 515,068 328,178 63.7 1,989 0.6
Oregon 445,789 310,848 69.7 1,617 0.5
Pennsylvania 1,518,692 973,141 64.1 8,589 0.9
Rhode Island 136,413 96,485 70.7 694 0.7
South Carolina 676,923 419,496 62.0 3,094 0.7
South Dakota 96,657 61,395 63.5 515 0.8
Tennessee 807,096 561,781 69.6 3,355 0.6
Texas 2,897,415 1,955,214 67.5 12,146 0.6
Utah 247,584 170,992 69.1 1,146 0.7
Vermont 132,513 75,065 56.6 700 0.9
Virginia 785,823 542,113 69.0 5,006 0.9
Washington 779,949 565,262 72.5 3,700 0.7
West Virginia 286,370 173,817 60.7 874 0.5
Wisconsin 604,952 340,447 56.3 2,383 0.7
Wyoming 100,094 66,704 66.6 547 0.8
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Table A7. Responseto Question C2 for surviving basic enumerator returns by state

States Total ClMarked Cl Marked as“Y es”
Number Number % Number %

U.S. Total 35,872,321 23,624,967 65.9 168,370 0.7
Alabama 705,375 432,283 61.3 2,593 0.6
Alaska 124,156 82,752 66.7 750 0.9
Arizona 807,615 479,283 59.3 3,218 0.7
Arkansas 384,267 240,963 62.7 1,266 0.5
Cdlifornia 3,454,650 2,570,628 744 16,533 0.6
Colorado 518,375 336,268 64.9 2,213 0.7
Connecticut 380,828 276,925 72.7 2,739 1.0
Delaware 116,376 62,289 535 520 0.8
D.C. 100,594 63,411 63.0 529 0.8
Florida 2,540,131 1,451,667 57.1 9,255 0.6
Georgia 1,024,019 675,404  66.0 4,609 0.7
Hawaii 169,957 105,182 61.9 768 0.7
Idaho 176,559 112,647 63.8 649 0.6
Illinois 1,344,720 957,803 71.2 7,079 0.7
Indiana 707,676 460,543 65.1 3,117 0.7
lowa 277,726 183,450 66.1 1,120 0.6
Kansas 309,295 203,041 65.6 1,410 0.7
Kentucky 556,688 377,647 67.8 2,389 0.6
Louisiana 675,724 452,798 67.0 3,094 0.7
Maine 291,410 150,632 51.7 1,189 0.8
Maryland 624,399 406,341 65.1 3,575 0.9
M assachusetts 787,482 566,976 72.0 5,478 1.0
Michigan 1,146,043 662,709 57.8 4,330 0.7
Minnesota 488,803 302,684 619 1,992 0.7
M i ssissippi 400,433 272,366 68.0 2,053 0.8
Missouri 684,026 416,265 60.9 2,475 0.6
Montana 144,031 86,252 59.9 622 0.7
Nebraska 174,996 112,992 64.6 849 0.8
Nevada 300,974 208,166 69.2 1,094 0.5
New Hampshire 197,354 117,000 59.3 1,027 0.9
New Jersey 972,182 668,835 68.8 6,182 0.9
New Mexico 318,224 199,823 62.8 1,521 0.8
New Y ork 2,625,039 1,807,082 68.8 14,982 0.8
North Carolina 1,204,449 765,132 63.5 6,212 0.8
North Dakota 88,432 53,765 60.8 445 0.8
Ohio 1,237,867 863,537 69.8 5,393 0.6
Oklahoma 505,851 319,568 63.2 1,944 0.6
Oregon 436,512 302,671 69.3 1,580 0.5
Pennsylvania 1,482,206 938,950 63.3 8,302 0.9
Rhode Island 133,679 93,990 70.3 673 0.7
South Carolina 653,032 398,145 61.0 2,953 0.7
South Dakota 95,276 60,083 63.1 501 0.8
Tennessee 782,740 539,341 68.9 3,264 0.6
Texas 2,844,262 1,907,097 67.1 11,887 0.6
Utah 242,801 166,538 68.6 1,119 0.7
Vermont 129,886 72,527 55.8 685 0.9
Virginia 770,908 528,007 68.5 4,906 0.9
Washington 763,197 550,022 721 3,595 0.7
West Virginia 279,967 167,625 59.9 851 0.5
Wisconsin 592,115 329,163 55.6 2,312 0.7
Wyoming 99,014 65,699 66.4 528 0.8
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Table A8. Distribution of housing unitswith C2 marked “Yes’ by number of people deleted

and state
States Total Distribution of deleted people
1 2 3 4 5+
Number
Number % Number % Number %  Number % Number %

U.S. Total 73,019 64,559 88.4 7,169 9.8 985 1.3 237 0.3 69 0.1
Alabama 917 819 89.3 86 94 10 1.1 0.2 0 00
Alaska 425 359 84.5 53 125 11 26 0.5 0 00
Arizona 1,265 1,093 86.4 140 11.1 22 1.7 0.6 2 02
Arkansas 459 408 88.9 42 9.2 6 1.3 0.7 0 00
California 6,914 6,065 87.7 701 10.1 105 15 37 05 6 0.1
Colorado 940 832 88.5 97 10.3 10 1.1 0.1 0 00
Connecticut 1,340 1,164 86.9 155 11.6 20 15 0.1 0 00
Delaware 199 179 90.0 16 8.0 1.5 0.0 1 05
D.C. 211 186 88.2 21 10.0 1.4 1 05 0 00
Florida 3,344 3,014 90.1 276 8.3 36 1.1 12 04 6 0.2
Georgia 1,628 1,441 88.5 160 9.8 20 1.2 7 04 0 00
Hawaii 417 367 88.0 33 7.9 12 29 3 07 2 05
Idaho 297 265 89.2 28 94 3 10 0 0.0 1 03
Illinois 2,833 2,508 88.5 284 10.0 32 11 7 0.2 2 01
Indiana 1,311 1,192 90.9 99 7.6 17 1.3 2 02 1 01
lowa 454 403 88.8 43 95 1.5 1 02 0 00
Kansas 630 575 91.3 47 75 1.1 1 02 0 00
Kentucky 984 907 92.2 60 6.1 13 1.3 3 03 1 01
Louisiana 1,306 1,172 89.7 121 93 12 09 1 01 0 00
Maine 670 584 87.2 76 11.3 6 0.9 3 04 1 01
Maryland 1,610 1,438 89.3 149 93 15 0.9 5 03 3 02
M assachusetts 2,497 2,144 859 307 123 36 14 7 03 3 01
Michigan 1,871 1,637 87.5 201 10.7 24 1.3 6 0.3 3 02
Minnesota 894 786 87.9 88 9.8 15 1.7 5 0.6 0 00
Mississippi 907 822 90.6 70 7.7 11 1.2 2 02 2 02
Missouri 1,044 941 90.1 85 8.1 12 11 5 05 1 01
Montana 348 302 86.8 41 11.8 5 14 0 0.0 0 00
Nebraska 428 361 84.3 54 126 8 19 4 0.9 1 02
Nevada 324 271 83.6 46 14.2 3 09 4 1.2 0 00
New Hampshire 590 499 84.6 82 139 7 1.2 2 03 0 00
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States Total Distribution of deleted people
1 2 3 4 5+
Number
Number % Number % Number %  Number % Number %

New Jersey 3,019 2,630 87.1 354 11.7 32 11 0.0 2 01
New M exico 669 588 87.9 66 9.9 13 1.9 0.3 0 00
New Y ork 6,538 5,747 87.9 682 104 90 1.4 15 0.2 4 0.1
North Carolina 2,851 2,531 88.8 265 9.3 43 15 12 04 0 00
North Dakota 259 231 89.2 26 10.0 1 04 0.4 0 00
Ohio 2,414 2,151 89.1 224 93 31 13 0.2 2 01
Oklahoma 818 718 87.8 81 9.9 12 15 0.7 1 01
Oregon 649 564 86.9 63 9.7 16 25 0.6 2 03
Pennsylvania 4,153 3,672 88.4 417 10.0 50 1.2 13 03 1 00
Rhode Island 303 256 84.5 40 13.2 6 20 0.3 0 00
South Carolina 1,268 1,145 90.3 101 8.0 15 1.2 0.4 2 02
South Dakota 244 221 90.6 19 7.8 4 16 0.0 0 00
Tennessee 1,286 1,155 89.8 115 89 13 1.0 0.2 1 01
Texas 4,601 4,110 89.3 426 9.3 48 1.0 13 03 4 0.1
Utah 468 418 89.3 34 73 12 26 1 02 3 06
Vermont 392 337 86.0 51 13.0 4 1.0 0 00 0 00
Virginia 2,695 2,383 88.4 244 9.1 56 2.1 6 0.2 6 0.2
Washington 1,576 1,398 88.7 135 8.6 30 19 10 0.6 3 02
West Virginia 414 374 90.3 37 89 3 07 0.0 0 00
Wisconsin 1,054 937 88.9 100 95 12 1.1 0.3 2 02
Wyoming 291 259 89.0 28 9.6 3 1.0 0.3 0 00
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Table A9. Number and percent of added people by state and RACE
States Total Race
W hite Black, African American Indian, Asian
Number American Alaskan Native
Number % Number % Number % Number %

U.S. Total 77,050 39,617 51.4 15,910 20.6 2,790 3.6 3,375 4.4
Alabama 989 518 52.4 388 39.2 10 1.0 8 0.8
Alaska 476 220 46.2 21 4.4 146 30.7 24 5.0
Arizona 2,300 952 414 62 2.7 777 33.8 30 1.3
Arkansas 556 356 64.0 149 26.8 6 1.1 2 0.4
California 11,993 4,946 41.2 1,363 114 179 15 1,079 9.0
Colorado 1,276 798 62.5 103 8.1 23 1.8 32 25
Connecticut 961 540 56.2 177 18.4 8 0.8 35 3.6
Delaware 160 83 519 57 35.6 0 0.0 1 0.6
D.C. 226 29 128 136 60.2 0 0.0 10 4.4
Florida 4,196 2,377 56.6 1,141 27.2 38 0.9 80 1.9
Georgia 1,789 793 443 717 40.1 8 0.4 48 2.7
Hawaii 486 80 16.5 10 21 2 0.4 124 25.5
Idaho 474 366 77.2 1 0.2 17 3.6 1 0.2
Illinois 2,892 1,313 454 764 26.4 21 0.7 159 5.5
Indiana 1,038 733 70.6 176 17.0 7 0.7 14 1.3
lowa 477 375 78.6 34 7.1 7 15 21 4.4
Kansas 593 362 61.0 71 12.0 25 4.2 18 3.0
Kentucky 836 642 76.8 144 17.2 5 0.6 3 0.4
Louisiana 1,263 540 42.8 638 50.5 10 0.8 16 1.3
Maine 333 306 91.9 3 0.9 3 0.9 0 0.0
Maryland 1,331 482 36.2 581 43.7 8 0.6 74 5.6
M assachusetts 1,302 796 61.1 163 125 11 0.8 91 7.0
Michigan 2,210 1,177 53.3 671 30.4 29 1.3 59 2.7
Minnesota 1,058 597 56.4 156 14.7 84 7.9 67 6.3
Mississippi 753 335 445 377 50.1 8 1.1 8 11
Missouri 1,079 632 58.6 324 30.0 11 1.0 16 15
Montana 378 247 65.3 2 0.5 94 24.9 6 1.6
Nebraska 371 223 60.1 44 11.9 20 5.4 10 2.7
Nevada 859 501 58.3 105 12.2 20 2.3 42 49
New Hampshire 288 266 92.4 5 17 2 0.7 4 1.4

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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State Tables APPENDIX A
States Total Race
W hite Black, African American Indian, Asian
Number American Alaskan Native
Number % Number % Number % Number %

New Jersey 1,992 848 42.6 560 28.1 11 0.6 160 8.0
New Mexico 1,138 396 34.8 19 17 422 37.1 5 0.4
New Y ork 5,870 2,308 39.3 1,794 30.6 38 0.6 457 7.8
North Carolina 1,955 907 46.4 728 37.2 29 15 31 16
North Dakota 187 110 58.8 1 0.5 61 32.6 0 0.0
Ohio 2,274 1,474 64.8 559 24.6 12 0.5 51 2.2
Oklahoma 911 532 584 112 12.3 113 12.4 15 16
Oregon 1,236 856 69.3 51 4.1 49 4.0 37 3.0
Pennsylvania 2,262 1,319 58.3 636 28.1 6 0.3 71 31
Rhode Island 242 152 62.8 24 9.9 2 0.8 5 21
South Carolina 1,017 433 426 483 475 10 1.0 10 1.0
South Dakota 264 100 37.9 1 0.4 149 56.4 3 11
Tennessee 1,452 922 635 413 28.4 9 0.6 16 11
Texas 6,849 3,685 53.8 1,053 15.4 46 0.7 159 2.3
Utah 935 665 71.1 14 15 62 6.6 9 1.0
Vermont 210 184 87.6 2 1.0 4 19 4 19
Virginia 1,680 801 47.7 552 329 4 0.2 100 6.0
Washington 2,167 1,328 61.3 115 5.3 126 5.8 125 5.8
West Virginia 325 293 90.2 16 4.9 1 0.3 2 0.6
Wisconsin 925 540 58.4 192 20.8 42 4.5 33 3.6
Wyoming 216 179 82.9 2 0.9 15 6.9 0 0.0
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State Tables

APPENDIX A
Table A9. Number and per cent of added peopleby state and RACE (Continued)

States Total Race
Native Hawaiian Some Other Two or more M issing
or Other Pacific Race
Number I slander

Number % Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 77,050 394 0.5 9,668 125 2,520 3.3 2,776 3.6
Alabama 989 0.1 22 22 18 1.8 24 2.4
Alaska 476 6 1.3 8 17 34 7.1 17 3.6
Arizona 2,300 0.3 283 12.3 78 3.4 112 49
Arkansas 556 2 0.4 24 4.3 9 1.6 8 14
California 11,993 123 1.0 3,240 27.0 508 4.2 555 4.6
Colorado 1,276 0 0.0 209 16.4 60 4.7 51 4.0
Connecticut 961 3 0.3 110 11.4 34 3.5 54 5.6
Delaware 160 0 0.0 14 8.8 3 19 2 1.3
D.C. 226 0 0.0 34 15.0 4 1.8 13 5.8
Florida 4,196 5 0.1 303 7.2 117 2.8 135 3.2
Georgia 1,789 1 0.1 153 8.6 21 12 48 2.7
Hawaii 486 103 21.2 18 3.7 136 28.0 13 2.7
Idaho 474 3 0.6 62 13.1 12 25 12 25
Illinois 2,892 4 0.1 422 14.6 66 2.3 143 49
Indiana 1,038 1 0.1 48 4.6 31 3.0 28 2.7
lowa 477 3 0.6 28 5.9 5 1.0 4 0.8
Kansas 593 2 0.3 71 12.0 31 5.2 13 2.2
Kentucky 836 2 0.2 16 19 7 0.8 17 2.0
Louisiana 1,263 1 0.1 16 1.3 21 17 21 17
Maine 333 0 0.0 3 0.9 8 2.4 10 3.0
Maryland 1,331 4 0.3 93 7.0 45 3.4 44 3.3
M assachusetts 1,302 1 0.1 138 10.6 42 3.2 60 4.6
Michigan 2,210 0 0.0 144 6.5 79 3.6 51 2.3
Minnesota 1,058 0 0.0 98 9.3 37 3.5 19 1.8
Mississippi 753 0 0.0 8 11 7 0.9 10 1.3
Missouri 1,079 5 0.5 44 4.1 33 3.1 14 1.3
Montana 378 0 0.0 12 3.2 7 19 10 2.6
Nebraska 371 0 0.0 43 11.6 13 3.5 18 49
Nevada 859 19 2.2 114 13.3 26 3.0 32 3.7
New Hampshire 288 0 0.0 7 2.4 0 0.0 4 14

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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State Tables APPENDIX A
States Total
Native Hawaiian Some Other Two or more M issing
or Other Pacific Race
Number I slander

Number % Number % Number Number %
New Jersey 1,992 1 0.1 243 12.2 55 2.8 114 5.7
New Mexico 1,138 0.0 243 214 28 25 25 22
New Y ork 5,870 12 0.2 784 13.4 186 3.2 291 5.0
North Carolina 1,955 3 0.2 157 8.0 49 25 51 26
North Dakota 187 0 0.0 3 16 7 37 5 2.7
Ohio 2,274 3 0.1 69 3.0 60 2.6 46 20
Oklahoma 911 3 0.3 34 37 85 9.3 17 1.9
Oregon 1,236 1 0.1 123 10.0 77 6.2 42 34
Pennsylvania 2,262 4 0.2 108 4.8 48 21 70 31
Rhode Island 242 3 12 37 15.3 5 21 14 5.8
South Carolina 1,017 2 0.2 29 29 13 13 37 3.6
South Dakota 264 0 0.0 2 0.8 7 2.7 2 0.8
Tennessee 1,452 0 0.0 41 2.8 21 14 30 21
Texas 6,849 14 0.2 1,443 211 142 21 307 45
Utah 935 21 22 98 10.5 38 4.1 28 3.0
Vermont 210 0 0.0 6 29 5 24 5 24
Virginia 1,680 3 0.2 133 7.9 55 33 32 1.9
Washington 2,167 28 13 261 12.0 111 5.1 73 34
West Virginia 325 0 0.0 1 0.3 10 3.1 2 0.6
Wisconsin 925 0.1 54 5.8 24 2.6 39 4.2
Wyoming 216 0.0 14 6.5 2 0.9 4 1.9
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State Tables APPENDIX A
Table A10. Number and percent of added people by state and AGE

States Total Age
Otol4years 15to 24 years 25to 34 years 35to44years 45to54years
Number Number % Numbe % Number % Numbe % Numbe %

U.S. Total 77,050 20,891 27.1 20,262 26.3 12,356 16.0 7,606 9.9 4,409 5.7
Alabama 989 303 30.6 251 25.4 158 16.0 105 10.6 48 4.9
Alaska 476 106 223 145 30.5 77 16.2 46 9.7 32 6.7
Arizona 2,300 644 28.0 641 27.9 390 17.0 208 9.0 120 5.2
Arkansas 556 145 26.1 176 31.7 87 156 47 85 31 56
California 11,993 3,378 282 2,862 239 2,051 171 1,131 9.4 715 6.0
Colorado 1,276 323 253 369 28.9 234 183 121 95 81 6.3
Connecticut 961 230 239 216 225 144 15.0 111 11.6 69 7.2
Delaware 160 41 256 44 275 25 156 24 15.0 6 3.8
D.C. 226 64 283 35 155 25 111 40 17.7 18 8.0
Florida 4,196 1,091 26.0 1,040 24.8 659 15.7 436 10.4 255 6.1
Georgia 1,789 513 28.7 486 27.2 267 14.9 189 10.6 92 51
Hawaii 486 137 28.2 106 21.8 63 13.0 38 7.8 31 6.4
Idaho 474 102 215 153 32.3 83 175 48 10.1 25 53
Illinois 2,892 787 27.2 761 26.3 498 17.2 255 8.8 145 5.0
Indiana 1,038 281 27.1 289 27.8 169 16.3 106 10.2 48 4.6
lowa 477 117 245 162 34.0 67 14.0 30 6.3 30 6.3
Kansas 593 177 29.8 187 315 87 147 46 7.8 31 52
Kentucky 836 227 27.2 250 29.9 126 15.1 86 10.3 53 6.3
Louisiana 1,263 390 309 344 27.2 171 135 118 9.3 80 6.3
Maine 333 57 17.1 105 315 53 159 35 105 18 54
Maryland 1,331 412  31.0 279 21.0 195 147 161 12.1 73 55
M assachusetts 1,302 292 224 289 222 230 17.7 167 12.8 95 7.3
Michigan 2,210 626 28.3 634 28.7 352 15.9 185 8.4 115 5.2
Minnesota 1,058 246 233 325 30.7 177  16.7 102 9.6 54 51
Mississippi 753 239 317 227 30.1 90 12.0 73 97 43 57
Missouri 1,079 302 280 342 31.7 155 144 106 9.8 43 4.0
Montana 378 75 19.8 132 34.9 53 14.0 42 11.1 24 6.3
Nebraska 371 108 29.1 126 34.0 50 135 29 7.8 8 22
Nevada 859 252 293 189 22.0 139 16.2 97 11.3 50 5.8
New Hampshire 288 55 19.1 101 351 46 16.0 28 9.7 24 8.3

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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States Total Age
Oto 14 years 15to 24 years 25to 34 years 35to44years 45to54years
Number Number % Numbe % Number % Numbe % Numbe %

New Jersey 1,992 518 26.0 435 21.8 303 15.2 193 9.7 152 7.6
New M exico 1,138 327 28.7 324 285 168 14.8 106 9.3 65 5.7
New Y ork 5,870 1,511 25.7 1,149 19.6 957 16.3 650 11.1 390 6.6
North Carolina 1,955 524 26.8 491 25.1 343 175 190 9.7 120 6.1
North Dakota 187 37 198 67 35.8 32 171 19 10.2 4 21
Ohio 2,274 618 27.2 653 28.7 371 16.3 208 9.1 126 5.5
Oklahoma 911 282 310 281 30.8 126  13.8 87 9.6 37 41
Oregon 1,236 279 226 384 31.1 192 155 119 9.6 65 5.3
Pennsylvania 2,262 651 28.8 611 27.0 336 14.9 250 11.1 125 55
Rhode Island 242 63 26.0 53 219 41 16.9 27 11.2 12 50
South Carolina 1,017 296 29.1 269 26.5 159 15.6 106 10.4 61 6.0
South Dakota 264 59 223 68 25.8 36 13.6 40 15.2 20 7.6
Tennessee 1,452 416  28.7 419 28.9 223 154 166 11.4 62 4.3
Texas 6,849 1,928 28.2 1,886 27.5 1,086 15.9 618 9.0 352 5.1
Utah 935 236 25.2 322 344 147 157 72 7.7 53 5.7
Vermont 210 47 224 66 314 32 152 21 10.0 15 7.1
Virginia 1,680 474 282 434 25.8 302 18.0 178 10.6 91 54
Washington 2,167 494 228 665 30.7 348 16.1 204 9.4 116 54
West Virginia 325 80 246 98 30.2 63 194 30 9.2 20 6.2
Wisconsin 925 282 305 257 27.8 130 14.1 95 10.3 56 6.1
Wyoming 216 49 227 64 29.6 40 185 17 7.9 10 4.6
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State Tables APPENDIX A
Table A10. Number and per cent of added people by state and AGE (Continued)

States Total Age
55to64years 65to74years 75to84years 85yearsand M issing
Number over
Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 77,050 2,548 33 1,675 22 869 1.1 395 05 6,039 7.8
Alabama 989 24 24 12 1.2 11 1.1 7 07 70 7.1
Alaska 476 30 6.3 10 21 3 06 1 02 26 5.5
Arizona 2,300 72 31 40 1.7 21 09 11 05 153 6.7
Arkansas 556 13 23 8 14 5 0.9 3 05 41 74
California 11,993 416 35 297 25 152 1.3 50 04 941 7.8
Colorado 1,276 28 22 12 09 8 0.6 2 02 98 7.7
Connecticut 961 56 5.8 31 32 12 1.2 8 038 84 8.7
Delaware 160 7 44 4 25 2 13 0 0.0 7 44
D.C. 226 2 09 5 22 2 09 0 0.0 35 15.5
Florida 4,196 157 3.7 90 21 58 14 30 0.7 380 9.1
Georgia 1,789 48 2.7 17 1.0 15 0.8 10 0.6 152 85
Hawaii 486 25 51 17 35 8 1.6 3 06 58 11.9
Idaho 474 8 17 9 19 2 04 3 06 41 8.7
Illinois 2,892 101 35 64 22 37 13 16 0.6 228 7.9
Indiana 1,038 25 24 31 3.0 8 08 7 07 74 7.1
lowa 477 13 27 16 34 7 15 1 02 34 7.1
Kansas 593 14 24 7 12 4 0.7 2 03 38 6.4
Kentucky 836 20 24 13 16 8 1.0 2 02 51 6.1
Louisiana 1,263 41 3.2 20 16 7 0.6 10 0.8 82 6.5
Maine 333 9 27 22 6.6 6 1.8 3 09 25 75
Maryland 1,331 54 41 25 19 12 0.9 8 0.6 112 84
M assachusetts 1,302 56 4.3 36 28 25 19 8 0.6 104 8.0
Michigan 2,210 61 28 66 3.0 28 1.3 6 03 137 6.2
Minnesota 1,058 29 27 9 09 11 1.0 2 02 103 9.7
Mississippi 753 14 19 12 16 8 11 3 04 44 538
Missouri 1,079 20 1.9 9 038 7 0.6 3 03 92 85
Montana 378 11 29 9 24 3 038 2 05 27 7.1
Nebraska 371 9 24 2 05 1 03 2 05 36 9.7
Nevada 859 31 36 18 21 8 0.9 6 0.7 69 8.0
New Hampshire 288 9 31 9 31 3 10 0 0.0 13 45

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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States Total Age
55to64years 65to74years 75to84years 85yearsand M issing
Number over
Number % Number % Number % Number % Number %

New Jersey 1,992 90 45 53 27 37 19 14 0.7 197 9.9
New M exico 1,138 41 3.6 16 14 12 11 11 1.0 68 6.0
New Y ork 5,870 275 4.7 216 3.7 105 1.8 44 0.8 573 9.8
North Carolina 1,955 48 25 29 15 19 1.0 10 05 181 9.3
North Dakota 187 5 27 3 16 5 27 0.5 14 75
Ohio 2,274 67 2.9 57 25 25 11 0.3 142 6.2
Oklahoma 911 24 26 11 1.2 4 04 0.7 53 5.8
Oregon 1,236 47 3.8 26 21 12 1.0 0.7 103 83
Pennsylvania 2,262 73 3.2 43 1.9 21 09 12 05 140 6.2
Rhode Island 242 11 45 7 29 0.4 0 0.0 27 11.2
South Carolina 1,017 35 34 18 1.8 0.5 0.4 64 6.3
South Dakota 264 11 4.2 8 30 0.4 0.0 21 80
Tennessee 1,452 43 3.0 19 13 10 0.7 5 03 89 6.1
Texas 6,849 208 3.0 131 1.9 60 0.9 33 05 547 8.0
Utah 935 20 21 17 1.8 0.2 6 0.6 60 6.4
Vermont 210 11 52 5 24 2.4 1 05 7 33
Virginia 1,680 52 31 20 12 19 1.1 5 03 105 6.3
Washington 2,167 55 25 40 1.8 28 1.3 8 04 209 9.6
West Virginia 325 4 12 13 4.0 3 09 1 03 13 40
Wisconsin 925 17 18 15 16 12 1.3 6 0.6 55 5.9
Wyoming 216 8 37 8 37 1 05 3 14 16 7.4
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State Tables APPENDIX A
Table A11l. Number and per cent of added people by state and SEX
States Total Sex
M ale Female M issing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 77,050 42,928 55.7 33,023 42.9 1,099 1.4
Alabama 989 536 54.2 435 44.0 18 1.8
Alaska 476 294 61.8 178 37.4 4 0.8
Arizona 2,300 1,312 57.0 961 41.8 27 1.2
Arkansas 556 313 56.3 230 41.4 13 2.3
Cadlifornia 11,993 6,601 55.0 5,243 43.7 149 1.2
Colorado 1,276 762 59.7 499 39.1 15 1.2
Connecticut 961 511 53.2 427 44.4 23 2.4
Delaware 160 83 51.9 73 45.6 4 2.5
D.C. 226 131 58.0 85 37.6 10 4.4
Florida 4,196 2,321 55.3 1,793 42.7 82 2.0
Georgia 1,789 1,018 56.9 751 42.0 20 1.1
Hawaii 486 251 51.6 232 47.7 0.6
Idaho 474 285 60.1 183 38.6 1.3
Illinois 2,892 1,605 55.5 1,250 43.2 37 1.3
Indiana 1,038 589 56.7 430 41.4 19 1.8
lowa 477 292 61.2 178 37.3 7 15
Kansas 593 351 59.2 231 39.0 11 1.9
Kentucky 836 457 54.7 364 43.5 15 1.8
Louisiana 1,263 702 55.6 542 42.9 19 15
Maine 333 179 53.8 147 44.1 7 2.1
Maryland 1,331 702 52.7 614 46.1 15 1.1
M assachusetts 1,302 691 53.1 593 45.5 18 1.4
Michigan 2,210 1,200 54.3 984 44.5 26 1.2
Minnesota 1,058 628 59.4 421 39.8 9 0.9
Mississippi 753 439 58.3 303 40.2 11 15
Missouri 1,079 608 56.3 458 42.4 13 1.2
Montana 378 220 58.2 155 41.0 3 0.8
Nebraska 371 208 56.1 162 43.7 1 0.3
Nevada 859 467 54.4 385 44.8 7 0.8
New Hampshire 288 164 56.9 120 41.7 4 1.4

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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States Total Sex
M ale Female M issing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
New Jersey 1,992 1,052 52.8 901 45.2 39 2.0
New M exico 1,138 667 58.6 445 39.1 26 2.3
New Y ork 5,870 3,124 53.2 2,636 44.9 110 1.9
North Carolina 1,955 1,108 56.7 820 41.9 27 14
North Dakota 187 113 60.4 68 36.4 6 3.2
Ohio 2,274 1,294 56.9 940 41.3 40 1.8
Oklahoma 911 523 57.4 384 42.2 4 0.4
Oregon 1,236 701 56.7 525 42.5 10 0.8
Pennsylvania 2,262 1,287 56.9 941 41.6 34 15
Rhode Island 242 150 62.0 90 37.2 2 0.8
South Carolina 1,017 551 54.2 437 43.0 29 2.9
South Dakota 264 135 51.1 125 47.3 4 15
Tennessee 1,452 840 57.9 599 41.3 13 0.9
Texas 6,849 3,773 55.1 2,971 43.4 105 15
Utah 935 549 58.7 383 41.0 3 0.3
Vermont 210 108 51.4 100 47.6 2 1.0
Virginia 1,680 937 55.8 728 43.3 15 0.9
Washington 2,167 1,266 58.4 879 40.6 22 1.0
West Virginia 325 194 59.7 129 39.7 2 0.6
Wisconsin 925 507 54.8 408 44.1 10 11
Wyoming 216 129 59.7 87 40.3 0 0.0




State Tables

APPENDIX A
Table A12. Number and per cent of added people by state and HI SPANIC ORIGIN

States Total Hispanic origin
Non-Hispanic Hispanic M issing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 77,050 56,178 72.9 19,076 24.8 1,796 2.3
Alabama 989 915 92.5 46 4.7 28 2.8
Alaska 476 432 90.8 30 6.3 14 2.9
Arizona 2,300 1,532 66.6 721 31.3 47 2.0
Arkansas 556 497 89.4 45 8.1 14 25
California 11,993 6,160 51.4 5,586 46.6 247 2.1
Colorado 1,276 814 63.8 431 33.8 31 2.4
Connecticut 961 671 69.8 255 26.5 35 3.6
Delaware 160 131 81.9 26 16.3 3 19
D.C. 226 167 73.9 51 22.6 8 35
Florida 4,196 3,065 73.0 1,014 24.2 117 2.8
Georgia 1,789 1,473 82.3 274 15.3 42 2.3
Hawaii 486 411 84.6 63 13.0 12 25
Idaho 474 361 76.2 105 22.2 8 17
Illinois 2,892 1,964 67.9 840 29.0 88 3.0
Indiana 1,038 915 88.2 96 9.2 27 2.6
lowa 477 425 89.1 50 10.5 2 0.4
Kansas 593 453 76.4 126 21.2 14 2.4
Kentucky 836 781 93.4 37 4.4 18 2.2
Louisiana 1,263 1,197 94.8 37 2.9 29 2.3
Maine 333 319 95.8 3 0.9 11 3.3
Maryland 1,331 1,135 85.3 156 11.7 40 3.0
M assachusetts 1,302 1,051 80.7 211 16.2 40 3.1
Michigan 2,210 1,956 88.5 207 9.4 47 2.1
M innesota 1,058 911 86.1 126 11.9 21 2.0
Mississippi 753 739 98.1 5 0.7 9 12
Missouri 1,079 1,009 93.5 53 49 17 1.6
Montana 378 357 94.4 15 4.0 6 1.6
Nebraska 371 269 72.5 89 24.0 13 35
Nevada 859 534 62.2 303 35.3 22 2.6
New Hampshire 288 272 94.4 10 35 6 2.1

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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State Tables APPENDIX A
States Total Hispanic origin
Non-Hispanic Hispanic M issing
Number
Number % Number % Number
New Jersey 1,992 1,410 70.8 529 26.6 53 2.7
New M exico 1,138 647 56.9 469 41.2 22 1.9
New Y ork 5,870 4,231 72.1 1,471 25.1 168 2.9
North Carolina 1,955 1,600 81.8 297 15.2 58 3.0
North Dakota 187 169 90.4 13 7.0 5 2.7
Ohio 2,274 2,130 93.7 109 4.8 35 15
Oklahoma 911 805 88.4 90 9.9 16 1.8
Oregon 1,236 981 79.4 238 19.3 17 1.4
Pennsylvania 2,262 2,016 89.1 186 8.2 60 2.7
Rhode Island 242 162 66.9 76 31.4 4 17
South Carolina 1,017 912 89.7 78 7.7 27 2.7
South Dakota 264 250 94.7 11 4.2 3 11
Tennessee 1,452 1,337 92.1 84 5.8 31 21
Texas 6,849 3,251 47.5 3,469 50.7 129 1.9
Utah 935 707 75.6 212 22.7 16 17
Vermont 210 203 96.7 4 1.9 3 1.4
Virginia 1,680 1,435 85.4 219 13.0 26 15
Washington 2,167 1,720 79.4 374 17.3 73 3.4
West Virginia 325 318 97.8 2 0.6 5 15
Wisconsin 925 797 86.2 101 10.9 27 2.9
Wyoming 216 181 83.8 33 15.3 2 0.9
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State Tables APPENDIX A
Table A13. Number and percent of added people by state and TENURE

States Total Tenure
Owner Renter Missing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 77,050 36,249 47.0 38,085 49.4 2,716 3.5
Alabama 989 519 52.5 420 42.5 50 5.1
Alaska 476 283 59.5 188 39.5 5 1.1
Arizona 2,300 1,296 56.3 925 40.2 79 34
Arkansas 556 282 50.7 257 46.2 17 3.1
California 11,993 4,667 38.9 6,995 58.3 331 2.8
Colorado 1,276 589 46.2 643 50.4 44 34
Connecticut 961 388 40.4 544 56.6 29 3.0
Delaware 160 74 46.3 73 45.6 13 8.1
D.C. 226 68 30.1 146 64.6 12 5.3
Florida 4,196 2,081 49.6 1,955 46.6 160 3.8
Georgia 1,789 803 44.9 887 49.6 99 5.5
Hawaii 486 215 44.2 260 53.5 11 2.3
Idaho 474 260 54.9 202 42.6 12 25
Illinois 2,892 1,325 45.8 1,472 50.9 95 3.3
Indiana 1,038 578 55.7 421 40.6 39 3.8
lowa 477 262 54.9 198 41.5 17 3.6
Kansas 593 301 50.8 275 46.4 17 2.9
Kentucky 836 431 51.6 370 44.3 35 4.2
Louisiana 1,263 675 53.4 536 42.4 52 4.1
Maine 333 217 65.2 96 28.8 20 6.0
Maryland 1,331 696 52.3 580 43.6 55 4.1
M assachusetts 1,302 599 46.0 656 50.4 a7 3.6
Michigan 2,210 1,146 51.9 984 44.5 80 3.6
Minnesota 1,058 554 52.4 478 45.2 26 25
Mississippi 753 430 57.1 291 38.6 32 4.3
Missouri 1,079 527 48.8 524 48.6 28 2.6
Montana 378 215 56.9 147 38.9 16 4.2
Nebraska 371 159 42.9 203 54.7 9 24
Nevada 859 337 39.2 495 57.6 27 3.1
New Hampshire 288 170 59.0 108 375 10 3.5

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Add” box marked, inferences about
the demographic distributions of added people should not be made from this table, nor should a
net count of added or deleted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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State Tables APPENDIX A
States Total Tenure
Owner Renter Missing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
New Jersey 1,992 867 43.5 1,060 53.2 65 3.3
New M exico 1,138 689 60.5 408 35.9 41 3.6
New Y ork 5,870 2,176 37.1 3,420 58.3 274 4.7
North Carolina 1,955 838 42.9 1,037 53.0 80 4.1
North Dakota 187 96 51.3 87 46.5 4 21
Ohio 2,274 1,117 49.1 1,082 47.6 75 3.3
Oklahoma 911 439 48.2 444 48.7 28 3.1
Oregon 1,236 547 44.3 640 51.8 49 4.0
Pennsylvania 2,262 1,158 51.2 1,015 44.9 89 3.9
Rhode Island 242 104 43.0 128 52.9 10 4.1
South Carolina 1,017 592 58.2 376 37.0 49 4.8
South Dakota 264 102 38.6 155 58.7 7 2.7
Tennessee 1,452 709 48.8 686 47.2 57 3.9
Texas 6,849 3,413 49.8 3,198 46.7 238 3.5
Utah 935 559 59.8 359 38.4 17 1.8
Vermont 210 118 56.2 83 39.5 9 4.3
Virginia 1,680 814 48.5 835 49.7 31 1.8
Washington 2,167 1,046 48.3 1,059 48.9 62 2.9
West Virginia 325 187 57.5 126 38.8 12 3.7
Wisconsin 925 397 42.9 484 52.3 44 4.8
Wyoming 216 134 62.0 74 34.3 8 3.7
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State Tables APPENDIX A
Table A14. Number and percent of deleted people by state and RACE
States Total Race
White Black, African American Indian, Asian
Number American Alaskan Native
Numbe % Number % Numbe % Number %
U.S. Total 83,160 51,199 61.6 14,827 17.8 1,845 2.2 4,030 4.8
Alabama 1,029 539 524 401 39.0 3 03 8 0.8
Alaska 506 234  46.2 25 49 150 29.6 16 3.2
Arizona 1,482 625 42.2 66 4.5 514 34.7 21 14
Arkansas 522 342 655 133 25.5 4 08 3 0.6
California 7,962 3,814 47.9 877 11.0 76 1.0 1,089 13.7
Colorado 1,060 670 63.2 111 10.5 24 23 27 25
Connecticut 1,538 1,066 69.3 208 135 0.3 50 3.3
Delaware 225 120 533 76 33.8 0.4 6 2.7
D.C. 241 41 17.0 175 72.6 0.0 7 2.9
Florida 3,760 2,241 59.6 918 24.4 17 05 108 2.9
Georgia 1,849 948 51.3 626 33.9 5 03 69 3.7
Hawaii 491 151 30.8 24 49 2 04 117 23.8
Idaho 335 270 80.6 5 15 11 33 1 0.3
Illinois 3,210 1,889 58.8 637 19.8 4 01 256 8.0
Indiana 1,454 1,107 76.1 164 11.3 0 00 20 14
lowa 514 411  80.0 23 4.5 9 18 15 2.9
Kansas 694 518 74.6 69 9.9 7 10 19 2.7
Kentucky 1,083 838 774 150 13.9 1 01 14 1.3
Louisiana 1,454 659 453 631 434 8 0.6 31 2.1
Maine 771 716 929 5 0.6 13 17 2 0.3
Maryland 1,817 864 47.6 629 34.6 1 01 132 7.3
M assachusetts 2,909 2,227 76.6 213 7.3 3 01 103 35
Michigan 2,150 1,466 68.2 322 15.0 23 11 80 3.7
Minnesota 1,027 790 76.9 61 5.9 26 25 49 4.8
Mississippi 1,013 445 439 492 48.6 8 038 8 0.8
Missouri 1,172 785 67.0 248 21.2 6 05 25 2.1
Montana 399 261 654 5 1.3 87 21.8 0.8
Nebraska 514 426 829 27 5.3 11 21 0.6
Nevada 388 235 60.6 56 14.4 19 49 21 5.4
New Hampshire 692 625 90.3 5 0.7 3 04 11 1.6

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Cancel” box marked, inferences

about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor
should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this A ppendix.
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States Total
White Black, African American Indian, Asian
Number American Alaskan Native
Numbe % Number % Numbe % Number %
New Jersey 3,448 2,150 624 560 16.2 5 01 293 8.5
New M exico 767 227 29.6 18 2.3 355 46.3 10 1.3
New Y ork 7,463 4,359 58.4 1,540 20.6 35 05 512 6.9
North Carolina 3,238 1,973 60.9 892 27.5 24 0.7 48 15
North Dakota 290 231 79.7 4 14 39 134 2 0.7
Ohio 2,726 1,917 70.3 486 17.8 5 02 69 25
Oklahoma 945 578 61.2 124 13.1 57 6.0 34 3.6
Oregon 764 572 749 14 1.8 19 25 35 4.6
Pennsylvania 4,713 3,563 75.6 613 13.0 0.1 128 2.7
Rhode Island 358 250 69.8 36 10.1 0.3 10 2.8
South Carolina 1,422 720 50.6 575 40.4 0.4 13 0.9
South Dakota 271 184 67.9 3 11 63 23.2 4 15
Tennessee 1,437 895 62.3 401 27.9 8 0.6 21 15
Texas 5,178 2,994 57.8 1,037 20.0 30 0.6 212 4.1
Utah 542 396 73.1 12 2.2 39 72 9 17
Vermont 451 405 89.8 3 0.7 1 02 5 11
Virginia 3,093 1,695 54.8 880 28.5 0.3 144 4.7
Washington 1,813 1,207 66.6 106 5.8 56 3.1 128 7.1
West Virginia 457 395 86.4 32 7.0 2 04 2 0.4
Wisconsin 1,195 887 74.2 107 9.0 37 31 34 2.8
Wyoming 328 278 84.8 2 0.6 13 40 3 0.9
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APPENDIX A
Table A1l4. Number and percent of deleted people by state and RACE (Continued)

States Total Race
Native Hawaiian or Some Other Race Twoor More Missing
Other Pacific
Number Islander
Numbe % Number % Number % Numbe %
U.S. Total 83,160 206 0.2 3,973 4.8 1,737 2.1 5,343 6.4
Alabama 1,029 0.3 8 0.8 14 1.4 53 5.2
Alaska 506 0.0 6 1.2 39 7.7 36 7.1
Arizona 1,482 0.1 92 6.2 36 2.4 126 8.5
Arkansas 522 0 0.0 2 0.4 11 2.1 27 5.2
California 7,962 59 0.7 1,091 13.7 304 3.8 652 8.2
Colorado 1,060 3 0.3 99 9.3 30 2.8 96 9.1
Connecticut 1,538 2 0.1 50 3.3 33 2.1 125 8.1
Delaware 225 0 0.0 4 1.8 3 1.3 15 6.7
D.C. 241 0 0.0 7 2.9 2 0.8 9 3.7
Florida 3,760 4 0.1 150 4.0 62 1.6 260 6.9
Georgia 1,849 2 0.1 47 2.5 29 1.6 123 6.7
Hawaii 491 46 9.4 15 3.1 111 22.6 25 51
Idaho 335 0 0.0 19 5.7 8 2.4 21 6.3
Illinois 3,210 5 0.2 153 4.8 54 1.7 212 6.6
Indiana 1,454 1 0.1 40 2.8 22 1.5 100 6.9
lowa 514 1 0.2 14 2.7 8 1.6 33 6.4
Kansas 694 1 0.1 15 2.2 12 1.7 53 7.6
Kentucky 1,083 3 0.3 8 0.7 7 0.6 62 5.7
Louisiana 1,454 2 0.1 14 1.0 20 1.4 89 6.1
Maine 771 0 0.0 1 0.1 10 1.3 24 3.1
Maryland 1,817 2 0.1 59 3.2 35 1.9 95 5.2
M assachusetts 2,909 2 0.1 101 35 44 1.5 216 7.4
Michigan 2,150 3 0.1 55 2.6 50 2.3 151 7.0
Minnesota 1,027 3 0.3 17 1.7 18 1.8 63 6.1
Mississippi 1,013 0 0.0 6 0.6 8 0.8 46 4.5
Missouri 1,172 2 0.2 16 1.4 22 1.9 68 5.8
Montana 399 1 0.3 3 0.8 7 1.8 32 8.0
Nebraska 514 0 0.0 15 2.9 7 1.4 25 4.9
Nevada 388 1 0.3 20 5.2 8 2.1 28 7.2
New Hampshire 692 2 0.3 2 0.3 6 0.9 38 55

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “ Cancel” box marked, inferences
about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor
should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this A ppendix.
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States Total Race
Native Hawaiian or Some Other Race Twoor More Missing
Other Pacific
Number Islander
Number % Number % Number % Numbe %
New Jersey 3,448 2 0.1 197 5.7 52 1.5 189 55
New M exico 767 0 0.0 89 11.6 24 3.1 44 5.7
New Y ork 7,463 9 0.1 464 6.2 132 1.8 412 55
North Carolina 3,238 4 0.1 122 3.8 46 14 129 4.0
North Dakota 290 0 0.0 2 0.7 1 0.3 11 3.8
Ohio 2,726 8 0.3 42 1.5 41 1.5 158 5.8
Oklahoma 945 1 0.1 23 2.4 53 5.6 75 7.9
Oregon 764 5 0.7 48 6.3 24 3.1 47 6.2
Pennsylvania 4,713 0 0.0 93 2.0 63 1.3 250 5.3
Rhode Island 358 1 0.3 29 8.1 5 14 26 7.3
South Carolina 1,422 0 0.0 13 0.9 13 0.9 83 5.8
South Dakota 271 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 1.8 12 4.4
Tennessee 1,437 0 0.0 19 1.3 21 15 72 5.0
Texas 5,178 5 0.1 472 9.1 66 1.3 362 7.0
Utah 542 4 0.7 27 5.0 9 1.7 46 8.5
Vermont 451 0 0.0 3 0.7 6 13 28 6.2
Virginia 3093 4 0.1 106 3.4 63 2.0 193 6.2
Washington 1813 12 0.7 74 4.1 67 3.7 163 9.0
West Virginia 457 0 0.0 1 0.2 6 1.3 19 4.2
Wisconsin 1195 1 0.1 16 1.3 17 14 96 8.0
Wyoming 328 0 0.0 4 1.2 3 0.9 25 7.6
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Table A15. Number and percent of deleted people by state and AGE
States Total Age
Oto 14 years 15to 24 years 25to 34 years 35to44 years 45to 54 years
Number Number % Numbe % Numbe % Numbe % Numbe %
U.S. Total 83,160 3,562 43 49,727 59.8 8,488 10.2 4,368 5.3 1,986 24
Alabama 1,029 36 35 624 60.6 96 9.3 71 6.9 21 20
Alaska 506 56 11.1 272 53.8 54 10.7 33 6.5 20 4.0
Arizona 1,482 92 6.2 721 48.7 204 13.8 103 7.0 47 3.2
Arkansas 522 36 6.9 312 59.8 42 8.0 36 6.9 15 29
California 7,962 493 6.2 3,829 48.1 1,214 15.2 629 7.9 259 33
Colorado 1,060 54 51 526 49.6 177 16.7 85 8.0 30 238
Connecticut 1,538 36 23 1,121 729 81 53 31 20 17 11
Delaware 225 5 22 151 67.1 15 6.7 12 53 6 27
D.C. 241 8 33 129 535 29 12.0 16 6.6 8 33
Florida 3,760 176 4.7 1,859 49.4 470 12.5 275 7.3 114 3.0
Georgia 1,849 71 3.8 995 53.8 235 12.7 107 5.8 50 27
Hawaii 491 24 49 210 42.8 96 19.6 51 104 16 3.3
Idaho 335 18 54 181 54.0 33 9.9 21 6.3 8 24
Illinois 3,210 108 34 2,169 67.6 245 7.6 102 3.2 48 15
Indiana 1,454 48 3.3 925 63.6 93 64 62 4.3 27 19
lowa 514 20 39 306 59.5 41 8.0 24 47 16 3.1
Kansas 694 31 45 401 57.8 64 9.2 37 53 16 23
Kentucky 1,083 43 4.0 651 60.1 94 8.7 51 47 31 29
Louisiana 1,454 44 3.0 878 60.4 191 13.1 90 6.2 33 23
Maine 771 32 42 565 73.3 39 51 35 45 7 09
Maryland 1,817 68 3.7 1,136 62.5 182 10.0 98 54 46 25
M assachusetts 2,909 83 29 2,058 70.7 161 55 72 25 39 13
Michigan 2,150 114 53 1,300 60.5 160 7.4 66 3.1 50 23
Minnesota 1,027 64 6.2 635 61.8 57 5.6 40 3.9 21 20
Mississippi 1,013 42 41 663 65.4 74 7.3 50 4.9 21 21
Missouri 1,172 52 44 690 58.9 98 84 49 4.2 34 29
Montana 399 29 73 231 57.9 35 8.8 28 7.0 10 25
Nebraska 514 25 49 327 63.6 37 7.2 13 25 8 16
Nevada 388 18 46 177 45.6 50 12.9 43 11.1 16 4.1
New Hampshire 692 21 30 531 76.7 26 3.8 14 20 13 1.9

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Cancel” box marked, inferences
about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor

should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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States Total Age

Oto 14 years 15to 24 years 25to 34 years 35to44 years 45to 54 years

Numbe Number % Numbe % Number % Numbe % Number %
New Jersey 3,448 82 24 2,570 745 225 6.5 70 2.0 56 1.6
New M exico 767 52 6.8 425 55.4 98 12.8 50 6.5 22 29
New Y ork 7,463 247 3.3 5,001 67.0 597 8.0 256 3.4 143 1.9
North Carolina 3,238 9% 3.0 1,778 54.9 537 16.6 231 7.1 70 22
North Dakota 290 9 31 195 67.2 25 8.6 14 438 3 10
Ohio 2,726 134 49 1,672 61.3 209 7.7 128 4.7 65 24
Oklahoma 945 55 5.8 520 55.0 105 11.1 52 55 33 35
Oregon 764 54 71 360 47.1 85 11.1 61 8.0 31 41
Pennsylvania 4,713 175 37 3,322 705 252 53 125 2.7 85 1.8
Rhode Island 358 10 28 226 63.1 21 59 9 25 4 11
South Carolina 1,422 44 3.1 837 58.9 172 121 70 4.9 26 1.8
South Dakota 271 16 59 182 67.2 18 6.6 8 3.0 2 07
Tennessee 1,437 52 3.6 831 57.8 141 9.8 89 6.2 35 24
Texas 5,178 241 A7 2,973 574 598 11.5 308 5.9 139 27
Utah 542 48 8.9 260 48.0 69 12.7 29 54 15 238
Vermont 451 19 42 320 71.0 23 51 8 1.8 15 33
Virginia 3,093 123 4.0 1,619 52.3 521 16.8 265 8.6 82 27
Washington 1,813 88 49 812 44.8 268 14.8 184 10.1 54 3.0
West Virginia 457 9 20 297 65.0 30 6.6 16 35 17 37
Wisconsin 1,195 48 4.0 742 62.1 75 6.3 45 3.8 32 27
Wyoming 328 13 4.0 212 64.6 26 7.9 6 1.8 10 3.0
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APPENDIX A
Table A15. Number and percent of deleted people by state and AGE (Continued)

States Total Age
55to 64 years 65to74years 75to84years 85yearsand M issing
Number over
Number % Number % Number % Number %  Number %
U.S. Total 83,160 1,075 1.3 1,211 15 1,900 2.3 1,598 1.9 9,245 111
Alabama 1,029 12 1.2 14 14 16 1.6 16 1.6 123 12.0
Alaska 506 4 0.8 3 06 3 06 1 02 60 11.9
Arizona 1,482 18 1.2 30 20 30 2.0 30 20 207 14.0
Arkansas 522 8 15 3 06 12 23 11 21 47 9.0
California 7,962 116 1.5 123 15 171 21 147 1.8 981 12.3
Colorado 1,060 11 1.0 8 038 13 1.2 22 21 134 12.6
Connecticut 1,538 18 1.2 22 14 27 1.8 26 1.7 159 10.3
Delaware 225 2.7 0.9 5 22 4 1.8 19 84
D.C. 241 25 12 9 37 6 25 27 11.2
Florida 3,760 49 1.3 65 1.7 108 2.9 87 23 557 14.8
Georgia 1,849 21 11 29 16 50 2.7 39 21 252 13.6
Hawaii 491 1.8 1.0 5 1.0 12 69 14.1
Idaho 335 15 0.9 17 5.1 2.4 41 122
Illinois 3,210 30 0.9 34 11 71 22 50 1.6 353 11.0
Indiana 1,454 25 1.7 18 1.2 41 2.8 41 2.8 174 12.0
lowa 514 0.2 5 1.0 12 23 23 45 66 12.8
Kansas 694 0.9 14 20 17 25 18 2.6 90 13.0
Kentucky 1,083 11 1.0 22 20 27 25 23 21 130 12.0
Louisiana 1,454 17 1.2 15 1.0 21 14 21 14 144 9.9
Maine 771 8 1.0 9 12 14 1.8 12 1.6 50 6.5
Maryland 1,817 24 1.3 25 14 34 19 29 1.6 175 9.6
M assachusetts 2,909 31 11 446 1.6 76 2.6 61 21 282 9.7
Michigan 2,150 37 1.7 45 21 75 35 58 2.7 245 11.4
Minnesota 1,027 16 1.6 15 15 37 3.6 22 21 120 11.7
Mississippi 1,013 14 14 19 1.9 14 1.4 15 15 101 10.0
Missouri 1,172 20 1.7 20 17 39 33 37 3.2 133 11.3
Montana 399 0.3 2.0 2 05 7 18 48 12.0
Nebraska 514 1.0 1.6 18 35 15 29 58 11.3
Nevada 388 1.3 15 7 18 4 10 62 16.0
New Hampshire 692 10 14 13 1.9 12 1.7 6 0.9 46 6.6

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Cancel” box marked, inferences
about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor

should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this Appendix.
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States Total Age
55to 64 years 65to74years 75to84years 85yearsand M issing
Number over
Number % Number % Number % Number %  Number %

New Jersey 3,448 34 1.0 34 10 49 14 35 1.0 293 85
New M exico 767 16 21 8 1.0 15 2.0 14 1.8 67 8.7
New Y ork 7,463 112 15 120 1.6 165 2.2 126 1.7 696 9.3
North Carolina 3,238 31 1.0 35 11 54 1.7 58 1.8 348 10.7
North Dakota 290 2 07 3 1.0 9 31 9 31 21 7.2
Ohio 2,726 42 15 54 20 88 3.2 58 2.1 276 10.1
Oklahoma 945 16 1.7 10 1.1 12 1.3 20 21 122 129
Oregon 764 16 21 13 17 21 27 25 33 98 12.8
Pennsylvania 4,713 49 1.0 56 1.2 137 2.9 92 20 420 8.9
Rhode Island 358 5 14 8 22 10 2.8 8 22 57 15.9
South Carolina 1,422 17 12 22 15 44 3.1 35 25 155 10.9
South Dakota 271 1 04 2 07 7 26 7 26 28 10.3
Tennessee 1,437 17 12 24 17 34 24 47 3.3 167 11.6
Texas 5,178 70 14 86 1.7 107 21 82 1.6 574 11.1
Utah 542 12 22 17 12 2.2 14 2.6 74 13.7
Vermont 451 3 07 1.3 12 2.7 8 1.8 37 82
Virginia 3,093 29 0.9 27 09 52 1.7 32 1.0 343 11.1
Washington 1,813 27 15 39 22 43 24 35 1.9 263 14.5
West Virginia 457 9 20 4 09 17 3.7 8 1.8 50 10.9
Wisconsin 1,195 20 1.7 16 1.3 23 19 35 29 159 13.3
Wyoming 328 3 09 3 09 6 1.8 5 15 44 134
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Table A16. Number and per cent of deleted people by state and SEX

States Total Sex
M ale Female Missing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 83,160 45,896 55.2 35,038 42.1 2,226 2.7
Alabama 1,029 543 52.8 457 4.4 29 2.8
Alaska 506 299 59.1 192 37.9 15 3.0
Arizona 1,482 841 56.7 606 40.9 35 2.4
Arkansas 522 285 54.6 223 42.7 14 2.7
California 7,962 4,819 60.5 2,923 36.7 220 2.8
Colorado 1,060 633 59.7 395 37.3 32 3.0
Connecticut 1,538 778 50.6 712 46.3 48 3.1
Delaware 225 124 55.1 95 42.2 6 2.7
D.C. 241 136 56.4 101 41.9 4 17
Florida 3,760 2,241 59.6 1,421 37.8 98 2.6
Georgia 1,849 1,019 55.1 778 42.1 52 2.8
Hawaii 491 315 64.2 168 34.2 8 1.6
Idaho 335 195 58.2 134 40.0 6 1.8
Illinois 3,210 1,650 51.4 1,467 45.7 93 2.9
Indiana 1,454 762 52.4 640 44.0 52 3.6
lowa 514 268 52.1 228 4.4 18 35
Kansas 694 367 52.9 302 43.5 25 3.6
Kentucky 1,083 594 54.8 457 42.2 32 3.0
Louisiana 1,454 837 57.6 574 39.5 43 3.0
Maine 771 400 51.9 358 46.4 13 17
Maryland 1,817 986 54.3 792 43.6 39 2.1
M assachusetts 2,909 1,392 47.9 1,426 49.0 91 3.1
Michigan 2,150 1,102 51.3 972 45.2 76 35
Minnesota 1,027 545 53.1 443 43.1 39 3.8
Mississippi 1,013 538 53.1 446 44.0 29 2.9
Missouri 1,172 620 52.9 518 44.2 34 2.9
Montana 399 215 53.9 170 42.6 14 35
Nebraska 514 270 52.5 231 44.9 13 25
Nevada 388 240 61.9 138 35.6 10 2.6
New Hampshire 692 359 51.9 321 46.4 12 1.7

NOTE: Because dataarefor persons who actually had the “Cancel” box marked, inferences
about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor
should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this A ppendix.
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States Total Sex
M ale Female Missing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
New Jersey 3,448 1,735 50.3 1,638 475 75 2.2
New M exico 767 440 57.4 310 40.4 17 2.2
New Y ork 7,463 3,900 52.3 3,380 45.3 183 25
North Carolina 3,238 2,022 62.4 1,148 35.5 68 2.1
North Dakota 290 165 56.9 119 41.0 6 2.1
Ohio 2,726 1,460 53.6 1,197 43.9 69 25
Oklahoma 945 528 55.9 388 411 29 3.1
Oregon 764 419 54.8 324 42.4 21 2.7
Pennsylvania 4,713 2,311 49.0 2,293 48.7 109 2.3
Rhode Island 358 188 52.5 154 43.0 16 45
South Carolina 1,422 754 53.0 626 44.0 42 3.0
South Dakota 271 150 55.4 118 435 3 11
Tennessee 1,437 791 55.0 606 42.2 40 2.8
Texas 5,178 2,969 57.3 2,053 39.6 156 3.0
Utah 542 327 60.3 199 36.7 16 3.0
Vermont 451 234 51.9 196 435 21 4.7
Virginia 3,093 1,919 62.0 1,115 36.0 59 19
Washington 1,813 1,134 62.5 636 35.1 43 2.4
West Virginia 457 250 54.7 199 43.5 8 1.8
Wisconsin 1,195 645 54.0 515 43.1 35 2.9
Wyoming 328 182 55.5 136 415 10 3.0
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Table A17. Number and per cent of deleted people by state and HISPANIC ORIGIN

States Total Hispanic origin
Non-Hispanic Hispanic Missing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 83,160 70,589 84.9 7,578 9.1 4,993 6.0
Alabama 1,029 950 92.3 22 21 57 55
Alaska 506 466 92.1 13 2.6 27 5.3
Arizona 1,482 1,138 76.8 239 16.1 105 7.1
Arkansas 522 488 93.5 7 13 27 5.2
California 7,962 5,590 70.2 1,829 23.0 543 6.8
Colorado 1,060 837 79.0 141 13.3 82 7.7
Connecticut 1,538 1,328 86.3 101 6.6 109 7.1
Delaware 225 208 924 4 18 13 5.8
D.C. 241 215 89.2 9 3.7 17 7.1
Florida 3,760 3,076 81.8 420 11.2 264 7.0
Georgia 1,849 1,653 89.4 68 3.7 128 6.9
Hawaii 491 419 85.3 45 9.2 27 55
Idaho 335 288 86.0 25 75 22 6.6
Illinois 3,210 2,749 85.6 268 8.3 193 6.0
Indiana 1,454 1,302 89.5 55 3.8 97 6.7
lowa 514 466 90.7 13 25 35 6.8
Kansas 694 595 85.7 46 6.6 53 7.6
Kentucky 1,083 1,009 93.2 12 11 62 5.7
Louisiana 1,454 1,324 91.1 54 3.7 76 5.2
Maine 771 739 95.9 8 1.0 24 31
Maryland 1,817 1,640 90.3 80 44 97 5.3
Massachusetts 2,909 2,588 89.0 141 4.8 180 6.2
Michigan 2,150 1,915 89.1 87 4.0 148 6.9
Minnesota 1,027 938 91.3 31 3.0 58 5.6
M ssissippi 1,013 951 93.9 11 11 51 5.0
Missouri 1,172 1,087 9.7 18 15 67 5.7
Montana 399 355 89.0 8 20 36 9.0
Nebraska 514 468 91.1 26 5.1 20 39
Nevada 388 310 79.9 55 14.2 23 5.9
New Hampshire 692 650 93.9 6 0.9 36 5.2

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “Cancel” box marked, inferences

about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor
should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this A ppendix.
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States Total Hispanic origin
Non-Hispanic Hispanic Missing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
New Jersey 3,448 2,965 86.0 307 8.9 176 5.1
New Mexico 767 539 70.3 197 25.7 31 4.0
New Y ork 7,463 6,345 85.0 749 10.0 369 4.9
North Carolina 3,238 2,893 89.3 197 6.1 148 4.6
North Dakota 290 267 92.1 10 34 13 45
Ohio 2,726 2,499 91.7 66 24 161 5.9
Oklahoma 945 828 87.6 41 4.3 76 8.0
Oregon 764 647 84.7 64 8.4 53 6.9
Pennsylvania 4,713 4,319 91.6 155 3.3 239 5.1
Rhode Island 358 295 824 31 8.7 32 8.9
South Carolina 1,422 1,309 92.1 20 14 93 6.5
South Dakota 271 253 934 4 15 14 5.2
Tennessee 1,437 1,339 93.2 25 17 73 5.1
Texas 5,178 3,430 66.2 1,454 28.1 294 5.7
Utah 542 434 80.1 63 11.6 45 8.3
Vermont 451 419 92.9 5 11 27 6.0
Virginia 3,093 2,750 88.9 164 5.3 179 5.8
Washington 1,813 1,519 83.8 133 7.3 161 8.9
West Virginia 457 431 94.3 7 15 19 4.2
Wisconsin 1195 1075 90.0 30 25 90 7.5
Wyoming 328 291 88.7 14 4.3 23 7.0
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Table A18. Number and percent of deleted people by state and TENURE

States Total Tenure
Owner Renter M issing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
U.S. Total 83,160 49,552 59.6 25,462 30.6 8,146 9.8
Alabama 1,029 629 61.1 263 25.6 137 13.3
Alaska 506 318 62.8 162 32.0 26 5.1
Arizona 1,482 900 60.7 444 30.0 138 9.3
Arkansas 522 321 61.5 141 27.0 60 115
California 7,962 3,728 46.8 3,602 45.2 632 7.9
Colorado 1,060 578 54.5 394 37.2 88 8.3
Connecticut 1,538 1,037 67.4 357 23.2 144 9.4
Delaware 225 146 64.9 57 25.3 22 9.8
D.C. 241 112 46.5 97 40.2 32 13.3
Florida 3,760 2,093 55.7 1,210 32.2 457 12.2
Georgia 1,849 1,004 54.3 569 30.8 276 14.9
Hawaii 491 204 415 262 53.4 25 5.1
Idaho 335 217 64.8 94 28.1 24 7.2
Illinois 3,210 2,073 64.6 827 25.8 310 9.7
Indiana 1,454 919 63.2 327 22,5 208 14.3
lowa 514 314 61.1 134 26.1 66 12.8
Kansas 694 394 56.8 207 29.8 93 13.4
Kentucky 1,083 681 62.9 282 26.0 120 11.1
Louisiana 1,454 793 54.5 512 35.2 149 10.2
Maine 771 593 76.9 134 17.4 44 5.7
Maryland 1,817 1,116 61.4 515 28.3 186 10.2
M assachusetts 2,909 1,958 67.3 708 24.3 243 8.4
Michigan 2,150 1,463 68.0 441 20.5 246 11.4
M innesota 1,027 685 66.7 245 23.9 97 9.4
Mississippi 1,013 609 60.1 282 27.8 122 12.0
Missouri 1,172 737 62.9 307 26.2 128 10.9
Montana 399 214 53.6 143 35.8 42 10.5
Nebraska 514 254 49.4 207 40.3 53 10.3
Nevada 388 203 52.3 152 39.2 33 8.5
New Hampshire 692 535 77.3 86 12.4 71 10.3

NOTE: Because data arefor persons who actually had the “Cancel” box marked, inferences
about the demographic distributions of deleted people should not be made from this table, nor
should a net count of added or ddeted people be inferred from the tables in this A ppendix.

61



State Tables APPENDIX A
States Total Tenure
Owner Renter M issing
Number
Number % Number % Number %
New Jersey 3,448 2,352 68.2 823 23.9 273 7.9
New M exico 767 538 70.1 180 235 49 6.4
New Y ork 7,463 4,246 56.9 2,640 35.4 577 7.7
North Carolina 3,238 1,728 53.4 1,148 35.5 362 11.2
North Dakota 290 172 59.3 87 30.0 31 10.7
Ohio 2,726 1,694 62.1 763 28.0 269 9.9
Oklahoma 945 534 56.5 289 30.6 122 12.9
Oregon 764 410 53.7 289 37.8 65 8.5
Pennsylvania 4,713 3,308 70.2 968 20.5 437 9.3
Rhode Island 358 197 55.0 120 335 41 11.5
South Carolina 1,422 859 60.4 392 27.6 171 12.0
South Dakota 271 172 63.5 78 28.8 21 7.7
Tennessee 1,437 907 63.1 368 25.6 162 11.3
Texas 5,178 3,165 61.1 1,516 29.3 497 9.6
Utah 542 297 54.8 194 35.8 51 9.4
Vermont 451 340 75.4 72 16.0 39 8.6
Virginia 3,093 1,641 53.1 1187 38.4 265 8.6
Washington 1,813 880 48.5 733 40.4 200 11.0
West Virginia 457 306 67.0 105 23.0 46 10.1
Wisconsin 1,195 738 61.8 293 24.5 164 13.7
Wyoming 328 240 73.2 56 17.1 32 9.8
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Variable Definitions From DRF2 APPENDIX B

Variable Definition and Values

RSOURCE Source of Return

QOO ~NOUITA, WNPRF -

Not computed

Paper mail back questionnaire from mail out

(not used)

Paper mail back questionnaire from TQA mail out with NO ID

Paper mail back questionnaire from Update/L eave

Paper mail back questionnaire from Update/Leave ADD

Paper mail back questionnaire from Update/Leave SUBSTITUTE

Paper mail back questionnaire from Urban Update/Leave

Paper mail back questionnaire from Urban Update/Leave ADD

Paper mail back questionnaire from Urban Update/Leave SUBSTITUTE

1 Paper mail back questionnaire from Request for Forei gn Language

11 Paper mail back questionnaire from BCF marked as whole household

12 Paper mail back questionnaire from BCF partial household (i.e., NOT marked
as whole household)

13 Paper enumerator questionnaire from List/Enumerate

14 Paper enumerator questionnaire from Update/Enumerate

15 Paper enumerator questionnaire from Update/Enumerate ADD

16 Paper enumerator questionnaire from Update/Enumerate SUBSTITUTE

17 Paper enumerator questionnaire from Nonresponse Followup (NRFU)

18 Paper enumerator questionnaire from NRFU ADD

19 Paper enumerator questionnaire from NRFU SUBSTITUTE

20 Paper enumerator questionnaire from NRFU Whole Household Usual Home

Elsewhere (WHUHE)
21 Paper enumerator questionnaire from NRFU In-mover
22 Paper enumerator questionnaire from Coverage |mprovement Followup (CIFU)

23 Paper enumerator questionnaire from CIFU ADD

24 Paper enumerator questionnaire from CIFU SUBSTITUTE

25 Paper enumerator questionnaire from T-Night

26 Paper questionnaire for UHE from Service-based Enumeration (SBE)
(Individud Census Questionnaire (1CQ))

27 Paper questionnaire for UHE from Group Quarters (GQ) enumeration
(Individud Census Report (ICR))

28 Paper questionnaire for UHE from Military GQ enumeration (Military Census
Report (MCR))

29 Paper questionnaire for UHE from Shipboard GQ enumeration (Shipboard
Census Report (SCR))

30 Electronic short form from IDC

31 Electronic TQA reverse-CATI short form

32 Electronic TQA reverse-CATI BCF for whole household

33 Electronic TQA reverse-CATI BCF for partial household
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Variable Definitions From DRF2 APPENDIX B
RSOURCE Source of Return (Continued)

34 Electronic Coverage Edit Followup (CEFU) from long or short form

35 Electronic CEFU from BCF for whole household

36 Electronic CEFU from IDC
37 Paper enumerator continuation form —unlinked “orphan”

RPRSTAT Return and PSA Household Status

[
[N

Not computed

Basic return for primary PSA houshold
Other return for primary PSA houshold
Basic return for non-primary PSA houshold
Other return for non-primary PSA houshold
Redundant

Ineligible

OO~ WNPE

RRT Record Type

2 Short form return-level record
3 Long form return-level record

RC1 “Miss anyone who lived or stayed here on April 1, 20007’ (i.e., People with no other home,
young children, roomers or housemates, or people away on business or on vacation)

WNPE R

No response

Y esonly

No only

Both boxes marked

RC2 “Were any people you told me about staying at (college, institutions, etc.) on
April 1, 20007’

WNPRE R

No response

Y es only

No only

Both boxes marked
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Variable Definitions From DRF2 APPENDIX B

PPSEL Person Record PSA Selection Status

WNPREF R

Not computed

Y es, person record selected by PSA

No, person record NOT selected by PSA

No, person record would have been selected except that 97 person records had already been
selected

PADD Add Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked

PCANCEL Cancel Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
2 Box was marked, cancellation was undone during post-capture processing

RTENURE “Is this house, apartment, or mobile home --"

-1 No response

Owned by you or someonein this household with a mortgage or loan

2 Owned by you or someonein this household free and clear (without a mortgage
or loan)

3 Rented for cash rent

4 Occupied without payment of cash rent

[EEN

PSEX Sex

-1 No response

1 Male
2 Femde
PAGE Age

-1 No response
0-999 Age
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Variable Definitions From DRF2 APPENDIX B
PSPANO1 Spanish Origin - No, not Spanish/Hispanic origin Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PSPANO2 Spanish Origin - Y es, Mexican, Mexican-Am, Chicano Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PSPANO3 Spanish Origin - Yes, Puerto Rican Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PSPANO4 Spanish Origin - Yes, Cuban Check Box
-1 Box not marked

1 Box marked

PSPANO5 Spanish Origin - Y es, other Spanish/Hispanic Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked

PSPANWI Spanish Origin Write-in
PRACEO1 Race - White Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACEO2 Race - Black, African Am., or Negro Check Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
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Variable Definitions From DRF2 APPENDIX B
PRACEOQ3 Race - Indian (Amer.) or Alaska Native Check Box
-1 Box not marked

1 Box marked

PRACEO4 Race - Asian Indian Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACEO5 Race - Chinese Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACEO6 Race - Filipino Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACEQ7 Race - Japanese Check Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked

PRACEO8 Race - Korean Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACEO09 Race - Vietnamese Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACE10 Race - Other Asian Check Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
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Variable Definitions From DRF2 APPENDIX B
PRACE11 Race - Native Hawaiian Check Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACE12 Race - Guamanian or Chamorro Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACE13 Race - Samoan Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACE14 Race - Other Pacific Islander Check Box
-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
PRACE15 Race - Some other race Check Box

-1 Box not marked
1 Box marked
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Census 2000 Enumerator Questionnaire, Form D-1(E) APPENDIX C

IMEB Mo, (e85 Aoproval Exgenes 123 1E000

/':u--w D-1(E) £ DEPRATMENT OF comazace [ 100D Siata T ity Trped Rlzrk s
125010 CUALALIDON TIE DIMILE "
| S, FAap Spo unf i
ENUMERATOR ;
QUESTIONNAIRE
Houso Mo, Brrent niwmie, Aural rouo and bow, St PO 20k
United States Census 2000
Aps Mo, or Location

[ cortinuatian farmis) attachad
turriber of continuation Clsy Sial ZIF Cothe

forma for this address
e 5
"\

-

Typw fdonth Dy Tima Ciukeorrne Ty Marnlh Doy Tane Ciutiomes

D am D Prrsinad D a.m,
[ 2enonel aor. [J -sepnzne [T
|:| Bervnnal D Af, U Parzony D ERL
O resepone LI am. LI ~sechane O e
L] rerscoal (] am L] e : LI am
|| Teiephone O am [ raieahare [T pm

"\EII.I'IEDHIE CODES: NV =Lef notico ofvisit  NC=Docontact  RE= Refusal  Cl= Conducied intérview OT = Other _,/’

nitials LLL number

i | certify that tne entries | have made on this questionnaire ara true and correct to
tre best of my knowledge.

kkhlm'-t-':tﬂ": signaure and date FAanth Day

2 L Lo
‘ ~

§1. Hello, I'm [Yaur name) from the Cansus Bureau. {Thaw 0 card ) Is this (Read address)?
[ ¥es - Cantinue with guestion 52
[0 Ne = Ask: Can you tell me where to find [Fead address)? END INTERVIEW

52, I'm here to complete a census questionnaire for this address. It should take about 7 minutes. This notice
{Hand respond=nt a Privecy Act Notice) explains that your answers are kept confldential.

Did you or anyone |n this household live here on Saturday, Aprll 1, 20007
L Yes  Continue with guestion 53
L] Ne - Skip ta question £4
53, Is this (howss/apartmunt/mobile home] a vacation or seasonal home, or only occasionally oocupied by
your hausehald?
[ ¥es = Skip 10 items A, B zod Cin the “Intendew Summary” Block and refer to Carg L
L] hao — Skip ta 55
54, on April 1, 2000 was this unit —
] vacant — Skip to items A, 8 and ©inthe “fritervew Semmary * Blodk dod refer Lo Card K.

[] ccupled by a different household? Using a knowiedgeable respondent, compiete thiis questionnaire for the
Census Day nousehold 2nd refer to Card K.

S£5. How many peaple were living or staying in this (housclapartmentimeokile home) on April 1, 20007

k mumbar af peopls

AAHANAMI o
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Census 2000 Enumerator Questionnaire, Form D-1(E) APPENDIX C

2 SNUMERATOR NOTE:  For cwesdiess 2 Ifrouigh 5, prompt mespandsat with names i nepded, for carmiple. “Ler™s Stz with Boh
I(/—'I. What is each person’'s narme? Slart with the \I.’IJ_ {Shaw Cara A.) Which of these categories best describas 1\(/3_- What i;Hl:-l':\
name of 3 persen whoe awng, IE buying, or rents how wach pirson is related to [Feed name of Nerson 17 person’s sex?
this (hauselapartmentmobile homel. "
faaek [X] OME b
7 mal
m_ [ pesson 1 &
First hame rl [} Famaie
| Last Name
(1 cancat [ Add
m 1 Huskanziwife _] Fathenimatre- L1 wale
1 tatural 2o sanidsughter ] Grarsedild
First M M =
i 1 Adopted sonddaughie L Parent-in-law [] Forma'e
| stemorvstepdaughter L Sor-n-lawidaughterin-law
iy e [ 1 Brotherfsister [ oothiar ralative — Specity relstivistip. =
HONRELATIVE: i
[ Reomermosrdne [ Unmarried partner [ Other
D Cancel r l Add D Howsemaled oo mniate E Foster child nanrelatlve
m ] Husbendavifu L Fatherimother [ mais
. [ Wamesl-born sentdavshis [ Grandehild
Narme M ;
i O Adaptad <onvigaagiter C Parent-in-taw LI Female
L stepsonistepdauchter [ son-in-lzwidsugh b in-am
e e || srothertsister [ Giher rolative - Specify reltivnbip: 7
HONRELATIVE
[ Roomenhanrder [] Unmarried gartner  _] Gther
D Cancel LI add E Howw nategommrate D Fraies child nonrziative
C Hustarwdinife: [ Fathertmnther ] Mala
[ aturabborr sonflavgiter L] Granderild
First M il
e e Adcpied sorsdaughter O pasenteinelan L1 Famaia
= Stepsorsscpoaugnier [ somein- wmidausliar n-av
i Nt L Brothersister [ orher relstive - Specify relatioshlp o
WOMNRE_ATIVE
D Rowaner baarcler [ I Unmarried parer E Cther
L] Cancel L1 add [ Howsemate o mate [ roster chid nonelzthe
m O Husbarwd'wife [ Eatharmether | —1 vake
[ Maturalbion sonidasegtar [ ceandehild
oot Bz M ¥ z
R [ Adopted werydeghte [ sarartin-dm -] Femalz
[ stapsonistepdacatiie- [0 son-n-lawtdaughter-rriaw |
Lt Name [ Brothensizer [0 2w velative — Specity meistianship - |
KOMEELATIG:
) oomerboante: [ vamrarried parmer [ crber
\hrl e i O Houssraiehommate || Foster cvild ainalive

NI TTE T NOTE: Rafor o 55 of 16 covar, [ e nember of people i moce han 5, ack additane’ o senaly membe i Foar D ENUPR, Confieraton Foin
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Census 2000 Enumerator Questionnaire, Form D-1(E)

APPENDIX C

3
£ Rt AR “-.,f ERLIVERATOR NOTE. it fs imporiar 1o ek BOTH suestioes € and 6 angd thow Cards B abd © 57
person's aga on 5. Arwany of the pursons that | have listed B. Now chuose unwe or more races for wach person,
Agril 17 Mexican, Puerto Rican, n, or Wihich race or races does each person consider
Eript Aumbens in harss another Hispanic or Latino group? hirmrsed iherse| T o bwe?
L] M, not spanisv ispanicLatin L] Whize [ Filiciro ) Native Hawaian
£ LI e Megizan, Medear dm, Chicane || tlack Af=can fm., or Negro [ Ispanese L] E'l‘lﬂl'l'-u:‘lw
1 %es Pusrtz Rican [T s Incien [ 1 %arean Moo
Wihat i this persn = .
sty | L e cukan ] chinese ClAEskniames ::I semomn
] wes, vther SzanishMissenic/Lating - ] Arericar bodia ar Aliska [ Db i = I B Ir.:':; Fauilic
Menih What i= this group? & Mativa - What |s the name i slander
of {your!, . s} enrolled or # ] T goumm oty raee
£l primcipal frikesT i What & this race? =
vear ol
tirth
[T mie st Spaneshidisnene Laine ] wine Ll = ligine [ kazve Hawallan
fge LI Yes, Mexican, Mexica &m., Ohikana L] tileck, African Am. or Negrs [ Japanese Ll ;;jl‘;aarnaniar-'
SRS i o 1 s, Pt Ticaa [l ﬁ.ulnn nicfinmn [ 1 karean Cliiices
date of hirth? Yus, Cuim [ chinese 1 st amase ] i .
[ e, sthur Spanah/Hisparns ilalna - D dmmicar bodiany o Slks [ i 2gan ?{mﬂ""ﬁ:
arsh What is this group? - Mative - name ,/7 I
of {your). &) enralled or [ 1 5o ather rave
' principal friba? - What is this race? _.
Say
Wear of
Lti by
[ wa, nat SaenichiHispanie Lating [ whie [ Fitiping [ Mative Hewalian
e [T ves, Mpsicen, Blersan Bm . Chicena 1 Black, African am or Megra [ Jananose [ %mmu
ot [ ves, Pyer o Rican | I &sien tndian || korear L i
dato gl;;-d:h? " [ ves, cubezn R [ vetramess g samoa” ,
[ ¥ias, othiar SpankhiMispaniciLating - [ tmercan incizn or Alaska ] Other Asian 7 e
btk What & this group? ;- abwe - What is tha name v :
of {youri. . .'s) ennolled or 2| [ 5ame other race
e principal tribe? - Whaat iis this rce? -
]
rear af
lFwth
L we. rot span-shiHisganic/Lating [ Wwhite [ Filigine [ Wt Haweiia
Aqe | ¥en, Mexienn, Mexican A, Chizarn | Bladk, afriezn Am. o Negre ] Japonese L] g;mn:lﬂ
= [ ex, Puertn Ricar || msian indiar | | Krrean ol
m.;?ﬂ'rﬂg ¥ L] ez, Cuban [ chinese [ wietnamess SEMH
[i3 'fes, other SpanishHisparicidatire - [ tmerican ndian or Alaska [ Gther Asian = | E‘:;J;”'w
Woeth i this grovp? Flalive - What is the name ‘,-’ | 3
of {yourl. . .’s) enrolied ar L] 5o ceher -ace
principad mb-ﬂ' - Wihad is this race? -
Day
Yaar of
birt!
1 mo, not $panichM spaniciLatine L wiie [ Fil pinz [ Wetive Hawziian
A | ¥es Medsar, VEXEn Am. Chicaro [ mlack, firican Am,, or Nagro Jzpanae O g]tli'ﬂiliaﬂ'
- h K es, Paerlo Rican [ | asizn irdan || Karean TS
dﬂmhﬂ;;;hﬁ%ami T s Cubrar [ hinee L virnamets _ E Samoan =
:I Yt wbiwer SpanihvHispaniuLsting = E Anerken ndian of Alaste I: Other Asian 7 gﬂ&&;ﬂﬂ
What is this 14 H:‘ﬂ'l.‘e What is the name o
B i S 23] erwalled o ¥ [ same cther rae
p‘inﬂpilh‘ik?; Wit is this raceT -

H-ul'

‘\‘_h.

"

MENATURNN ...
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Census 2000 Enumerator Questionnaire, Form D-1(E) APPENDIX C

4 -

{f

C1. 1 nwed o make sure | have counted everyons who lived or stayed here on April 1, 2000. Did | miss —

- any children, Including foster children?
- anyone away on business or vacation?
= any roomers of housamates?

- anyanea alse whao had no other home?

_1 ¥ = A parsonds) to question T, mark the *Ad pov. sad ask grisstions 26 Corret tho POF ToURT 0 ouesran 35 cn the Trant CoVEr.
_1 Mo - Contime vl C2

C2Z. The Census Bureau has already counted certain e so | don't want to count them again here,

On April 1, 2000, were any of the people you told me about —
= aveay at college?

= avway in the Armed Forces?

- in @ nursing home?

- In a correctional facilityT

O Yes - Cefete pespn@) fror-guestion 1 by marking the *Lance!* Cax. Lormact the POR caunt i questian £5 on the front cover.

= N/

L1 Me - Continus wirh M7
HOUSING

1. s this (houssiapartment/mobile home) —

[ Dwned by someane in this household with a mortgage or loan,

] Owned by someone in this household free and clear (without 2 mortgage or loan),
] Rented for cash rent, or

] oceupied without paymunt of cash rent?

H2. ¥ sarress iahed incitdos 3 Map Spor number. aok — What |s the mailing address of this unil?

Herise nurmbed Sere0T mamc, Rural rowte.and gow, or PO Lus

b
o

i

Apart=west number iy GSrae I Code )

RESPONDENT INFORMATION

R1. Fnter respondent’s name. R2Z. Incase we nead to contact you, R3, Respondent —
what is F e number :
First Name st ﬂqnmlt umtl? | Lived herzon
April 1, 2000
Cat N b Area code Telzpmane number E Kovssdd irv affer
April 1, 2000 (Refer
(o Card K)
\\ [ pay [ Evening [ Eitties [ s nawghbor or ather /
P INTERVIEW SUMMARY ™
A Stane om Ape | 1, 2000 B, PCP o April 1. LEAC".’IU[LJ tml::;ftﬂa:g-b::‘lf i . % E iiHF F MY G. P
L} =14
o Apgril 1. 20007 [
[ rer remt |
| = Docupiac § - Sannot oal H.rer  Leep  Joo [ 0
7 = Deciiping - ?=:_11';:','d|:-lu ] rer sate oniy
: I.F"LM:'T'T[: A = Nooredential 11=37 = Tolal geswirn || Rented or sald, not cccupied
== = RegUEr g oS her {opa 00 = Wacant
= aoant = lisal mﬁ:ﬁf‘ i S8 2 Deivie L] ﬁ:’;:}’:;}i :;‘:“““‘"' L. M1 M. 5 Mlie3 Q. He
o hore clawhere coadenwed, 99 _ POP urksewn
= Demol shed! urder carstradian ti For migrant warkers
B rmed oeul: u N REaE

)

||I‘||| ||| |I b
1244
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